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THE DEBATES

OF THE

SHENATH

OF CANADA

N THE

FOURTH SESSION OF THE EIGHTH PARLIAMENT OF CANADA, APPOINTED TO MEET
FOR DESPATCH OF BUSINESS ON THURSDAY, THE SIXTEENTH
DAY OF MARCH, IN THE SIXTY-SECOND YEAR
OF THE REIGN OF

HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, 16th March, 1899.

The Senate met at 2.30 p.m.

PRAYERS.

THE SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

His Excellency the Right Honourable
Sir Gilbert John Elliot Murray-Kynnyn-
mond, Earl of Minto and Viscount Melgund
of Melgund, County of Forfar, in the
Peerage of the United Kingdom, Baron
Minto of Minto, County of Roxburgh, in
the Peerage of Great Britain, Baronet of
Nova Scotia, Knight Grand Cross of Our
Most Distinguished Order of Saint Michael
and Saint George, etc., etc., Governor Gen-
eral of Canada, being seated on the Throne,

The Honourable the Speaker commanded
the Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod to
proceed to the House of Commons and
acquaint that House,— It is His Exc.ellen-
cy’s pleasure they attend him immediately
in this House.”

‘Who being come with their Speaker,
1

His Excellency the Governor General was
then pleased to open the Session by a gra-
cious Speech to both Houses :

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

In meeting you for the first time since entering
upon my duties, as the representative of Her Majesty
in this Dominion, it affords me great pleasure to be
able to congratulate you on the large degree of pros-
perity which the people of Cunada at present enjoy, as
evidenced by the expansion of trade and commercs,
the flourishing condition of the public revenues and
the increased number of immigrants who have become
permanent settlers amongst us. To these evidences
mai be added another which is even more gratifying,
—the almost total cessation of the considerable exodus
of our population which atone time was a regrettable
feature of our affairs.

The negotiations which were set on foot during the
recess between Her Majesty’s Government and that
of the United States in reference to the settlement of
certain questions in dispute between Canada and the
latter country were, I grieve to say, greatly delayed
by the illness and subsequent death of two of the
most eminent members of the Commission appointed
for that purpose. Considerable progress had been
made on several of the subjects su{»rmitted, but a
serious disagreement arose between Her Majesty’s
Commissioners and the Commissioners of the United
States on the question of the delimitation of the
Boundary between Canada and Alaska ; the question
was referred by the Commissioners to their respective
Governments, the Commission being adjourned to the
second day of August next, in the hope that, in the
meantime, the difficulty might be overcome.

In compliance with the Act passed last session a
Plebiscite was held on the question of prohibition;
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the official figures of the
you. .
I observe with pleasure

rote will be placed before

hat the Mother Country,
Canada and other Britist jossessions have recently
adopted a Penny Postagc letter rate. The satisfac-
tion with which this actic a has been received by the
Canadian people is a frrther proof of the general
desire existing amongst cur people for closer relations
with the Mother Country and the rest of the Empire.

I am also glad to be atl2 to state that the satisfac-
tory condition of the finsr cesof the country permitted
a reduction, on the first ¢f January last, of the Cana-
dian domestic letter rate, from three to two cents and
although such reduction involves a temporary loss of
revenue, it is nevertheless confidently expected that
the cheapened rate will prove of such service'in the
promotion of trade and in the general interchange of
correspondence that, within a reasonable time, the
revenue of the Post Office Departmnent will be
restored to its former figure.

Much information has been obtained since you last
met relative to the extent and value of the deposits
of gold and valuable minerals in the Yukon and other
parts of Canada. The returns from the Yukon have
8o far proved sufficient to meet the heavy expenditure
it was found necessary to incur for the purpose of
preserving law and order, and it has been thought
expedient in the public interest to authorize the con-
struction of a line of telegraph for the purpose of main-
taining speedy communication with the people of
those distant territories.

A measure will be submitted to you for the better
arrangement of the electoral districts throughout the
: ominion, as also several enactments of less impor-

ance,

Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

The public accounts will be laid before you, and
also the estimates for the coming year. They have
been prepared with a due regard to efficiency and
economy, and the responsibilities arising from the
rapid progress of the country.

Honourable Gentlenen of the Senate :
Gentlemen of the House of Commons :
I'am confident that the important subjects I have
mentioned to you will receive your serious considera-
tion, and that it will be your earnest endeavour to

%romote the public interests and prosperity of
anada.

His Excellency the Governor General was

pleased to retire, and the House of Com-
mons withdrew,

NEW SENATORS.

Hon. James W. CarmicHAEL, of New
Glasgow, N.8,, and

Hon. JorN YEo, of Prince Edward Island,
were introduced and took their seats.

BILL INTRODUCED.

“An Act relating to Railways.”—(Hon.
Mr. Mills.)

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Monday, March 20th, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at three
o'Clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
NEW SENATORS.

Hon. William Kerr, of the town of
Cobourg, Ontario, and Hon. Joseph Arthur
Paquet, of the city of Quebec, were intro-
duced and took their seats.

THE ADDRESS.
The Order of the Day being called,

Consideration of the speech of His Kxcellency the
Governor General on the opening of Parlian:ent,

Hon. Mr. KERR said : Gentlemen of the
Senate, encouraged and inspired by those
immortal words, spoken long ago, that ¢ Eng-
land expects every man this day to do his
duty”, encouraged also by what I know, that
I will receive the sympathy and consideration
which this honourable body always gives to
the youngest born of the family, further
sustained by the pleasing thought that I, in
a sense, speak not only for my honoured
leader in this House, but for the govern-
ment, acknowledged, I suppose, pretty gen-
erally, to be one of the best governments
that this Dominion has ever had. With
these sustaining thoughts, perhaps this
House would permit me to tender thus
publicly to the government my profound
appreciation of the great honour which they
have conferred upon me by calling me to this
honourable Senate. Whether my days in this
House shall be many or few, I hope, at least,
they will be sufliciently long, and that my
deportment and my attention and devotion
to duty will be such as to afford some testi-
mony—I would hope ample testimony—not
only to the government, but, what is even
more important, to my fellow Canadians,
that in thus honouring me the government
have made no mistake. Before asking this
honourable body to assent to a motion
that an Address from this House be pre-
sented to His Excellency in reply to the gra-
cious speech with which His Excellency
was pleased to open the fourth session of the
eighth Parliament of the Dominion I hope
and know I need but make a respectful re-
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quest that this House will gladly unite with
me in the expression of the great pleasure it
gives hon. members of this Senate to know
and to welcome His Excellency to this coun-
try in the capacity of Governor General of
this great Dominion. His Excellency has
the advantage of some of his predecessors, an
advantage that I am sure will stand in good
stead and an advantage of which we shall, in
a 1neasure, reap the benefit, because of His
Excellency previous acquaintance with this
ominion, andI amsure it is the earnest wish
and prayerof thishon. House that a kind Pro-
vidence may watch over and protect His Ex-
cellency and Lady Minto and that their lives
may be spared, and that, under Providence,
their sojourn in this country in the high posi-
tion to whichtheyare called will prove agreat
blessing to the people of Canada, a blessing
In which we trust they will also have a part.
I cannot omit in this connection, and I know
hon. senators will not consider that I am
travelling heyond the recovd, if I take the
opportunity of asking the members of this
ouse to remember His Excellency’s prede-
cessor Lord Aberdeen and his accomplished
wife. Perhaps no higher encomium can be
Pronounced upon any person than to say
that he went about doing good. I think that
1s eminently applicable to His Excellency’s
Predecessor and Lady Aberdeen. I rejoicein
the fact that Great Britain not only sends
these eminent men to presideover our destiny
for a limited number of years, but in the fur-
ther and important consideration that after
they have left our shores they continue to
exercigse their beneficial influence on behalf
of this Dominion, and I have no doubt that
What has been characteristic of His Excel-
ency’s predecessors—will also be characte-
ristic too of His Excellency Lord Minto.

_ Taking up for a short time the considera-
tion of His Excellencys speech from the
Throne, His Excellency has been graciously
Pleased to refer to the prosperity of Canada.
It is a cause of gratification, which I am
Sure all hon. senators will share, that Ca-
nada to-day is enjoying a very large measure
of prosperity. Perhaps it has not yet reached,
In every department, to the high water mark
to which it has, in some times past, attained,
but T hope that by the time this session
18 over—that by the time certainly this par-
liament is over, we shall give it such an im-
Petus that we shall bring th4t prosperity
fully up to the high water mark. In com-
mEPctlb, in banking, in manufacturing and in

all departments of industry there seems to
be fresh life, fresh vigour giving and inspiring
the people of this Dominion with fresh hope
and fresh courage. I trust that that feeling
will continue to grow more and more. I
would not be understood as expressing the
view that a government can create good
times. I have never taken that view, I
believe, however that a government can do a
great deal towards assisting to bring about
good times by lightening the burdens of the
people here and there, and watching in every
way, if it may be, in anticipating certain
events, so to speak, on tip toe to discover
what is necessary to apply the remedy.
There seems to be just now, rising from the
broad bosom of this vast continent, from the
Atlantic to the Pacific, a pzan of joy and
hope, and the music of every industry seems
to fill the people with the feeling that our
prosperity is of a permanent character. I
am glad to know, and you will be glad to
know, notwithstanding some misgiving on
the point expressed some years ago, that our
manufacturing industries were in great
jeopardy if the administration of the affairs
of this country should pass into the hands of
the present government : nevertheless we
are glad to find that those forebodings
have not proved to be a reality ; and although
not a manufacturer, not a comiercial man,
not a banker, still, as one who has always
tried to take an intelligent interest in public
affairs, and from inquiry of those competent
to judge, T think it is safe to assert that our
manufacturing industries, notwithstanding
the prophecy that was made, are in a most
flourishing and satisfactory condition. My
only hope is that they may so contiue. There
is an element in this prosperity and the
cause of it to which you will allow me to
refer, and that is to the agricultural aspect
of the question. Providence has sent this
Dominion two magnificent barvests, and it is
to these harvests we are largely indebted,
under wise administration, for our present
prosperity. Allusion is also made in the
speech to the fact that immigration is en-
couraged. There is increased immigra-
tion. That is a natural sequence or con-
sequence of prosperity. Make any country
prosperous and there will be no trouble about
immigration.  Immigration will set in.
Immigration will pour into any prosperous
country as inevitably, as naturally as water
seeks the centre of gravity, and one encour-
aging feature of this prosperity and one
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evidence of it is that the exodus from this
country, which had grown to alarming propor-
tions, has largely ceased, and that many of the
best of the people of Canada, who left us, are
now returning. Not only that, but we have
in the latest arrival of immigrants from that
far-off land, a cheering evidence of the pro-
sperity of Canada. Not only that, but a
cheering evidence of the appreciation of the
institutions of Canada that is entertained in
foreign lands, we have these Doukhobors
from Russia seeking an asylum in Canada,
fleeing from civil and religious tyranny to this
land wherein they can work out, under the
most favourable circumstances, their social
regeneration and peace, and in that thought
we naturally feel a great pride in the people
in this country. We feel like exclaiming
in the language of another ““God bless our
noble Canada, our broad and free Dominion,
where law and liberty have sway; not one
of all her sons to-day is tyrant’s serf or
minion.”

Thenanotherparagraph in His Excellency’s
speech to which [ invite the attention of
this hon. body will be the question of the
negotiations recently going on at Washing-
ton. I am a Canadian through and through,
born a Canadian, a British subject—I would
sayif I were in the other chamber—perhaps
the phrase would not be appropriate here—a
British subject to the back bone. I have
always taken this view that it would be to
the interests of this country to have freer
trade relations with our great neighbours to
the south. Hon. gentlemen may differ from

me in that view, but I think they will not'

differ from me in this view, that not only
for the sake of ourselves but for the sake of
the mother country of which we form a
glorious part, that it is desirable at least
that all questions of irritation between the
two nations of Great Britain and the United
States should be settled, and that right
speedily. I have never felt, perhaps, as
some have felt, that what is called reciprocal
trade with the people to the south of us was
indispensable to our existence, nay, not even
to our prosperity ; and I am not prepared to
take one step forward unless I am met by
another step from the people to the south.

Hon. Mr. McKAY—Hear, hear.
Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—A quid pro quo.

Hon. Mr. KERR—I know that it is said
Canada for the Canadians. I subscribe to that

1

'doctrine to the fullest extent, but I subscribe
'with more heartiness, with more veneration,
. with more profound feeling when I say Great
Britain and the rest of the British Empire
for Canadians. But my doctrine is this:
inot only Canada for Canadians, not only
‘Great Britain and her other colonies for
i Canadians, but I say that if, on fair and
thonourable terms, we can get access to the
i markets of 70 or 75 millions of people we
“ought to use all fair means and make an
ieffort to secure that. Not only do I say
Canada for Canadians, the British
 Empire  for Canadians, the United
'States for Canadians: my doctrine is the
'civilized world for Canadians, to show
| their enterprise and their push. We have
la vista of that kind before us, and in regard
;to these negotiativns there have been evil
| prophecies. I had no sympathy with them,
I never thought, knowing the commissioners,
\‘ and their character and loyalty as Canadians
'and as British subjects, T never had any
‘fears that the interests of Canada would be
-sacrificed, and I for one rejoice, as you re-
“joice, that when it came to that point they
'said “Not one step further in our negotia-
| tions without the interposition of the two
‘governments,” and I am sure that the
"Canadian peojle will andorse and approve
jot' the action taken by the commissioners
who represented Great Britain and Canada
‘on that occasion. T will not indulge in any
'tirade against our neighbours across the line.
- Why, they are the oldest daughter, so to
speak, of Great Britain. It may be a some-
what wayward and unfriendly daughter,
but I hope to live to see the day when every
vestige of unfriendliness between Great
Britain and the United States, and especi-
ally between the United States and Canada,
shall have ceased for ever. In connection
with the negotiations it is difficult
to fail to recognize the fact that two
of the most distinguished of these com-
missioners have, for some inscrutable
reason, been taken away by the hand of
death and for the time further negotiations
suspended. I am sure there is not a senator
within the sound of my voice who
does not feel deeply and sympathize strongly
with Great Dritain and the United States
in the loss of those two distinguished men,
who, T doubt not, fell in discharge of their
duty to their,respective countries, each ac-
cording to his own view of the questions
that came up. I do not know, hon. senators
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do not know, but I would hope that one
effect of this sad feature of it might be that
this lamentable part of the question would
be to soften and make both Great Britain
and the United States more tender towards
each other, and it may be that Providence
is working in that mysterious way ; but
what we have to do is this, to go right along
developing our resources, depending upon
our own right arm, and if we follow that
line, if we can get these questions settled
and these trade relations, all the better, but
they are not indispensable to our national
welfare, our national growth, or our national
existence.

Another important paragraph rzferred to
in His Excellency’s speech to which I would
Invite for a moment the attention of this
honourable Senate, is the vote on the pro-
hibition question. I am glad to know that
the government have redeemed their pledge
and have complied with the Act of Parlia-
ment providing for the holding of a plebis-
cite upon that important question. I may
be speaking within the sound of some here
who may think that that is not sufficient
information to be given. I think the friends
of prohibition have every reason to feel glad
that that vote was taken and that the result
was at least as satisfactory as it was. The
lesson that T draw from it perhaps is a
lesson which hon. gentlemen have drawn
from jt—that pretty generally, speaking for
the province of Ontario especially and for
Some of the other provinces, the rural
Sections of the country appear to be ripe for
the question of prohibition, but the opposi-
tion to that measure will be very strong
1n, and is confined chiefly to the larger towns
and cities of the Dominion. My own view
18 this, and I hope I am not singular in that
View, that having taken the vote, let it rest
Where it is for the present and go on educat-
Ing the people. I believe hon. gentlemen
will correct me if I am in error—that as we
are to-day, we occupy the proud position of

Ing the most temperate people on the face
of the globe, with a well regulated and well
enforced license system. Surely our friends,
Who are very anxious for prohibition, should
take great courage by the result of the vote
and bide their time and go on educating the
People to their views. If they succeed, well
and good according to their view ; if they do
Bot, they have at least attained so much. I
think we have every reason to feel very

proud of this Dominion for the enviable
position it bas taken upon that question.

The speech has also referred to the indi-
cations that we are to have a redistribution
bill. T am told that it a misnomer to call
it a redistribution bill ; that lurking under
that phrase the real meaning of it is a gerry-
mander bill.

Hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. KERR—Hon. gentlemen have
very kindly anticipated the word I intended
to use. On that subject I feel very strongly.
I do not anticipate anything of the kind. I
should expect from the present government
that has attained such a high standing in
the country, that we have no more gerry-
mander bills from either party in this Dom-
inion. We cannot afford to have them. I
wish that that word was abolished from our
vocabulary. I do not think it would be a
calamity if it were. It is an exotic. It has
no place in British institutions so-called.
What I want is this, and what I expect the
government will do, is to introduce a meas-
ure that will equalize the constituencies so
far as practicable and restore county bound-
aries. My idea is this, that a political
party had better remain in opposition for
ever than to pass a gerrymander bill. As
I said before, we cannot afford it. There-
fore I would ask the House not to prejudge
the character of that measure, but in a sense
of British fair play to wait until the measure
isintroduced and judge of it upon its merits;
and I do not feel that I am assuming respon-
sibility in saying that it will not deserve the
character which hon. gentlemen have as-
cribed to it. For my part, I am content to
wait and deal with it, but, as one having
been hitherto a warm supporter and ad-
mirer of the present administration, I
hope we will never see a gerrymander

bill brought into this chamber. I would
not like to support one. I would not
support it. I trust I have sufficient

independence not to take a course of that
kind. I have only to refer to two or three
paragraphs of His Excellency’s speech and
then I shall conclude. It would be expected
that that part of His Excellency’s speech at
the opening of this session relating to the
penny postage letter rate between this coun-
try and Great Britain and the other parts
of the empire should receive some considera-
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tion. I need not ask the hon. gentlemen,
for T am satisfied they are prepared to admit,
that that is a step in the right direction,
and to give credit to the government, such
a measure of credit as they are entitled to
for that bold—for it was a bold step, but a
step in the right direction, and a step the
fruit of which will be salutary, the fruit of
which already appears, and that followed by
the domestic penny postage rate seems to
have rounded out the step. I need hardly
say that, I think the people of this country,
however some hon. gentleman may differ
from me, will give the government a fair
measure of credit for adopting the penny
postage letter rate. And now I hope hon.
gentlemen will allow me to say that I think
that the Postmaster General has adminis-
tered his department not only with boldness,
but with satisfaction to the people of this
country as well as to the satisfaction of
Great Britain and that in taking that
course, he has entitled bhimself to have
placed to the credit side of his public career,
a very large item of credit for his conduct in
that matter. If I could have imagined such
a thing and accomplished so much, I would
have felt that I was acting for an ungrateful
people if they did not give me full credit for
a step of that kind. One consideration more
on this point. It is our wish, it is our desire,
it is to our interest to draw Canada as closely
as possible to the mother country, and I do
not know of anything that has occurred in
my lifetime—which has not been very short
so far—that has done more to bring the
Dominion of Canada immediately to the
presence of Great Britain than has the giv-
ing of preferential trade to Great Britain,
followed by the effect of the Premier’s visit
to Great Britain during the Jubilee, a visit
which T never can refer to without speaking
of it as the Premier’s conquest of Europe,
because of what followed. That, taken to-
gether with preferential trade, the visit of
the Premier to Great Britain during the
Jubilee year, and the commanding position
that was assigned him and accorded him
there, and this penny postage rate—these
three circumstances have done more in my
opinion—and I ask hor. senators to give
my poor words a little consideration before
pronouncing judgment, and if they will do
so, as I know they will not be premature in
any judgments they pronounce—they will
consider that my view of the matter is sub-
stantially correct. I have detained the

House longer than I intended to do. I have
felt a great deal more at home in this House
than I thought I would, because when I look
across at the hon. leader of Her Majesty’s
loyal opposition in this Senate I find a very
warm personal friend whom I knew and who
knew me long before, I fancy, he or [ knew
any one in this chamber, and from the first
hour of our acquaintance I have received
from him, what I am sure and shall hope
and expect to receive in the future, 1.othing
but kindness; and I am only glad to find that
I am called upon to speak in the presence of
one so sympathetic and so fair, always fair,
and loving British fair-play. Now, I think
you see my view with regard to the position
of Canada. Her prosperity in every way,
as evidenced by our immigration and her
desire to trade not only with Great Britain
and the islands of the sea and our neighbours
to the south, but wherever trade is to be
had. And I cannot better express the view
that is in my mind than by a quotation, which
you will pardon me for making, from a speech
of our former Governor General, Lord
Dufferin.  In describing the position of
Canada with regard to the Empire his
language runs substantially in this way: “In
a world apart, secluded from all extraneous
influences, resting at the foot of her majestic
mother, Canada dreams her dream and
forebodes her destiny—a dream of ever-
expanding harvests, of multiplying towns and
villages, of expanding pastures, of constitu-
tional self-government and a confederated
empire ; of page after page of honourable his-
tory, added as her contribution to the annals
of the mother country and to the glories of
the British race; of that temperate and
well-balanced system of government, which
combines in one mighty whole as the eternal
possession of all Fnglishmen, the brilliant
history and tradition of the past together
with the freest and most untrammelled lib-
erty of action in the future. That is the
position which that brilliant Irishman con-
sidered that Canada occupied at that time.
Now, shall we, hon. gentlemen, prove worthy
of that heritage ? If we do, we must not rest
and be thankful ; we must not be satisfied,
as I take it, with present achievements. Our
watchword must be “forward.” We may
well take up the sentiment that ‘new
occasions create new duties.”

‘‘ Time renders ancient good uncouth ;
They must upward still and onward
‘Who would keep abreast of truth.
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Lo, before us gleam the camp fires.

We ourselves must pilgrims be,

Launch our Mayflower and steer boldly.
Through the desperate winter’s sea.
Nor attempt the future’s portal.

With the past blood-rusted key.”

Now, hon. gentlemen, I have only to in-
vite your attention to the concluding par-
agraph of His Excellency’s speech to this
House, and it is this: with confidence he
relies upon our doing all we can to promote
the prosperity and the happiness of the
Canadian people. I am sure that the legis-
lation and the deliberations of this Hs.,
whatever it presents, will show that so far
as this House is concerned, we appreciate
our great heritage and we appreciate our
solemn duties and so far as in us lies we are
bound to perform them. T therefore have
great pleasure in moving the address, in
reply to His Excellency’s gracious speech,
as follows :— )

That the following Address be presented to His
Esxcellency the Governor General, to offer the humble
thanks of this House to His Excellency for the

gracious Speech which he has been pleased to make
to both Houses of Parliament, namely :(—

To His ExcELLENCY the Right Honourable Sir GiL-
BERT JOHN ELLIOT MURRAY-KYNNYNMOND, Earl
of Minto and Viscount Melgund of Melgund,
County of Forfar, in the Peerage of the United
Kingdom, Baron Minto of Minto, County of Rox-
burgh, in the Peerage of Great Britain, Baronet of
Nova Scotia, Knight Grand Cross of The Most
Distinguished Order of St. Michael and St. (;eorge,
etc., etc., Governor General of Canada.

May 17 PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY :—

We, Her Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects,
the Senate of Canada in Parliament assembled, beg
leave to offer our humble thanks to Your Excellency
for the gracious Speech which Your Excellency has
addressed to both Houses of Parliament.

Hon. Mr, THIBAUDEA U—The leader
of the Senate being disappointed in respect
to the seconder of the address, I have this
afternoon, at his solicitation, as I felt it my
duty to do, consented to perform that duty,
and so hon. gentlemen will not expect from
me anything more than a very brief speech.

I am pleased that Her Majesty has sent
as Governor General to this country a noble-
man with whom the country had previously
& favourable acquaintance, and 1 have no
doubt whatever that he will follow the settled
Practice of our constitutional system in the
discharge of the duties of the very high office
which Her Mnjesty has confided to him.

I may, with the mover of this address in
reply to the Speech from the Throne, exp: ess
my pleasure at the great prosperity which
has marked the progress of the countrysince

the accession of the present government to
power. The trade of the country has enor-
mously increased, every branch of industry
has been stimulated, a strong feeling of self-
reliance has grown up amongst the people of
Canada of every creed and of every nation-
ality, and I have little doubt that the coun-
try has entered upon a career of prosperity
hitherto unknown in the Dominion.

We have a large accession to the immigra-
tion to Canada. Uur immense territories
are being rapidly occupied by industrious
and peaceful settlers. Many have come
from the centre of Europe, and from the
confines of Asia, who are a vigorous and
hearty people who have been devoted to
agriculture in their own country, and who
are exactly the kind of settlers that the
Dominion requires. We are pleased to see
that many who had left Canada for the
neighbouring republic, are again returning,
and will largely contribute to convert our
foreign population, amongst whom they
mingle, into real Canadians.

The discovery of rich deposits of gold in
British Columbia,and in the Yukon country,
has stimulated the immigration of a mining
population, who will, by their industry and
by the investment of capital, greatly add to
the wealth and prosperity of the country.
The discovery of gold in the Yukon country
—a country most difficult of access—has
necessitated a new charge upon the public
revenue. It was necessary to establish
government institutions there, to provide
for the protection of life and property, and
to furnish, as far as possible, the means of
ingress and egress to the country. This, of
course, will necessitate a very considerable
additional charge on the revenues of Canada.
But it will also add, in even a larger degree,
to the resources of the country, out of which
the additional expenditure will be met.

The government have found it necessary,
in accordance with the long-settled policy of
the Liberal party, and with the sanction of
the country at the last election, to alter the
law in relation to the distribution of seats in
the House of Commons, in conformity with
the principles laid down by the late Sir John
Macdonald in 1872, and then accepted by
both parties—that in the establishment of
electoral divisions for the return of members,
to the House of Commons, the county
boundaries should be preserved intact. I
understand a measure is about to be sub-
mitted to give effect to that principle, and
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to restore the policy which prevailed before
1882. Although this is a measure which
concerns the House of Commons, it is never-
theless most desirable that a principle long
ago accepted as the basis of representation in
the Parliament of the United Kingdom,
and agreed to here prior to 1882, shall
be recognized, in order that a permanent
basis for representation may be had.

There will no doubt be many other
measures of practical importance submitted
for the consideration of the Parliament
during the present session, and may I not
say in advance that this House, in the con-
sideration of these questions, will be content
to exercise that authority which constitu-
tional usage has marked out as the legitimate
sphere of its operation, and within which, it
alone can exercise a legitimate and beneficial
influence upon public affairs. I have now
the honour to second the motion for the
adoption of the address.

Hen, Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL —
Fortunately the speech is not of a character
which requires much deliberation or a length-
ened debate. Before entering on any of the
subjects which are presented for our
consideration, I may be permitted to con-
gratulate my hon. friend (Mr. Kerr) whom
I have known for a great many years, on
the teinperate manner in which he has
moved the address in reply to the Speech
from the Throne. It is what I would have
expected from him ; and in addition to that,
it has been done in language with which
no possible fault can be found. That it
has been tinged by, shall I say political
prejudice—perhaps 1 had better say politi-
cal opinions, which I know he has held
80 many years—is beyond a doubt. I
was forcibly reminded, in listening to his
remarks upon some of the topics which he
discussed, of that sentence uttered by Tally-
rand, that language was given to men to
conceal their thoughts. This was more par-
ticularly impressed upon my mind when I
heard his remarks in reference to the vote
upon the Plebiscite ; knowing, as I do, that
he has been not only a strong advocate of
temperance, but what some people would
call a fanatical prohibitionist. He has been

.a prohibitionist and temperance man all his
life. However, considering the peculiar
position in which he is placed, the difficulty
that he had in sustaining the action of the
government after the vote which had been

taken, I think I may say candidly, that
he performed his duty admmirably, that is, by
complimenting the people upon an opportu-
nity having been presented to them to
consider the question and vote upon it ; but
he took very good care not to express any
opinion upon the action which the govern-
ment has indicated, both by letter and in
the interviews which have taken place for
their future course. However, I shall, when
I reach that point, refer to it at some
greater length. I must, with my hon.
triends who moved and seconded the address,
congratulate the country on the selec-
tion which has been made of a Governor
General. Lord Melgund, as we knew him
when in Canada, took a very deep interest
in the prosperity of the country. He showed
his devotion to Queen and country by offer-
ing his services at a time when his life was
placed in jeopardy, and I have no doubt
that as Governor General he will perform
his duties to his country in the same way as
he performed his duties as a private citizen
and soldier, and T hope with my hon. friend
that he may long live to enjoy, not only the
position which he holds now, but to enjoy
life and prosperity for many years to come.
That the country is at present prosperous is
beyond a doubt. No one denies it, and no
one feels more gratified at that fact than
Her Majesty’s loyal opposition. I may with
propriety add that if the forebodings which
my hon. friend indicated existed in the
minds of the people prior to the accession to
power of the present government, have not
been fulfilled, it is because from the
Premier down to the humblest member
of his cabinet, they have not fulfilled
a single promise that they made the
people during the election and for years pre-
vious to it. Had the promises which had
been made, had the pledges which had been
given to the people that they were going to
rout out every vestige of that, to them,
hated policy of protection, then that pros-
perity to which my hon. friend has drawn
attention and the manufacturing industries,
which are now in a flourishing condition,
would not be in existence to-day. There
were one or two industries which were struck
violently in the tariff by placing them on
the free list, and those industries have gone
out of existence. They have not only gone out
of existence, but the prices which were paid
for the articles which were formerly manu-
factured by them in Canada and which went



[MARCH 20, 1899] 9

into consumption, more particularly by thei

lookingatthe Trade and Navigation Returns,

rural or farming population, have increased, | that a large proportion of those who left
I will not say in value, but they have in-|Canada, more particularly Lower Canada,

creased in price to those who have to pur-

chase them, and for the very reason that:

are returning to their former home. I find,
if T am to judge from the Trade and Navi-

was predicted by every man who holds, gation Returns,or the entiies of the settlers’

opinions similar tomine, that protection does |

not ultimately increase the price of an
article. To the extent that Canada is placed
in the same positinn in relation to the
United States as one of the States of the
Union, just so in proportion will the com-
binations which exist in the States control
and rule the markets in Canada. It has been
so in by-gone days, and it is now being
experienced in the article of coal oil. The
stronger hold the Standard Oil Company
gets of the trade of this country, the more
will they increase, as time rolls round, the
price of coal oil to the consumer.
position which I know will be combated by
some hon. gentlemen opposite, but experience
has taught us this fact in the past and ex-

pevience will prove it to be truc in the!

future. I am glad, with my hon. friend, to
know that immigration is increasing, and I
hope that ere long the whole of our vacant
lands will be settled, and that this country
will present to our neighbours across the line
a power numerically that we do not possess
to-day. But we have something to say, and
the country will have something to say, as
to the character of our immigrants. I believe
some of them are very good. There are
others who are not. Some of them are like
the man who is going to be hanged : he has
not bheen in the country long, and the proba-
bility is that three more of those assisted
immigrants will follow him to the gallows.
That is not the kind of immigrants we want
in this country. Some of the immigrants
will make good settlers, from what I can
learn, and have read of them. Some of
them are peaceable, industrious and frugal
people. I was a little amazed, but I could
not help thinking with what joy the present
Minister of Commerce must have suggested
this sentencein the leaders to His Excellency:

The almost total cessation of the considerable
exodux of our population.

Every one knows that for years the con
stant theme of the hon. gentleman was, that
this country was becoming depopulated. We
all know that the Anglo-Saxon race is of a
roaming character, and that they will move
from place to place. I am glad to see, in

This is a |

effects, that in British Columbia and in Que-
bec the largest portion of the immigrants
have settled ; but there is something that
strikes me as very peculiar, and I could not
help asking myself this question : Is it possi-
ble that for one whole year not a family has
left this country? Now, we know, most of
us, personally, that such is not the fact, and
yet, if you look at the Trade and Navigation
Returns for last year, you will not find an
entry of a single dollar’s worth of a settler’s
effects entered in the export list. When you
examine the Trade and Navigation Returns
of former years you will find among the ex-
ports that there are settlers’ effects as exports
from the country, and the effects of the im-
migrants who come into the country are
entered as imports.

In the latest returns to which I have had
access, which are for the year ending 30th
June last, there is not a single dollar’'s worth
of settlers’ effects entered as going out of
the country. If that is true it must be a
source of gratification and joy to the
people of Canada, but I must be permitted,
with all due deference to the statistician
who prepared those reports, to doubt their
accuracy so far as they effect that par-
ticular item. 1 doubt it for the reason
that I know to the contrary and that
those around me know to the contrary, that
there have been families leave the country,
whether in great or small numbers I do not
know, but I call attention to the fazt that
not a single entry appears under that head of
exportation of settlers’ effects. It may bean
unintentional omission, or the entry may be
made under anotherheading. I would be sorry
to say that it was intentional, but there is the
fact. In referring to the negotiations which
have taken place in Washington it might be
egotism if I were to say that T am not at all
disappointed at the result so far as it has
gone. I must express my very deep regret
at the death of the two gentlemen to
whom my hon. friend has referred. No one
could ever have met Lord Herschell, the
English representative, without being im-
pressed, after a few minutes conversation,
with the brightness of his intellect, and no
one could have had half un hour’s converra-
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tion with him without being impressed with
the idea that there were few wen in the
Empire better fitted for the position for
which he had been selected.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Lord Herschell was a strong Liberal, a man
who has taken a very prominent part politi-
cally as a Gladstonian, who was in Gladstone’s
government, a Home Ruler, and had the
most advanced ideas in English politics,
yet a strong Conservative Premier like Lord
Salisbury disregarded the opinions which
he held upon English politics, and ap-
pointed him to a position which he knew,
from personal intercourse and association
with him as a public man, he would fill nnt
only with dignity to himself but with benefit
to his country. I do not know of anything
that has occurred for a long time which
could affect those who knew the gentleman
8o mnuch as to read of his sudden death. I
was deeply impressed when I read a short
paragraph from what is said to be the last
speech he made, or one of the last remarks
he made, which was that it was too bad, that
he should have “ spent six months in negotia
tion and to have it result in nothing more
than a broken leg.” Afterwards, of course,
his life was sacrificed in the interests of his
country.

The next paragraph refers to the plebis-
cite. If hon. gentlemen will look back at
the debates in this House, as well as the
debates in the House of Cowmmons, they
will see that it was predicted that the result
would be nothing mre than the expenditure
of a quarter of a million dollars, and such
has been the result. Whether those who
are termed temperance people, or
prohibitionists whom my hon. friend I
know to a certain extent represents, are as
pleased as he says they are at the result,
remains to be seen—no, it does not remain
to be seen in the future; all you have to do
is to listen to the utterances of these gentle-
men and read the letters which they write
to the press, to be convinced of this fact,
that my hon. friend has misjudged them,
that in his desire to defend the * best govern-
ment,” as he terms it, that ever existed in
this country, he has forgotten the utterances
of the secretary of the Alliance, and the
letters which have been written fromdifferent
parts of the country. I would commend, not

the |

. electorate of the Dominion?

only for his perusal, but for his serious at-
tention a letter which has just been printed,
a manifesto which was printed and cir-
culated in the province of Quebec by Major
Bond, the son of Bishop Bond, in which he

: points out the cruelty of attributing to the

Premier of this country, Sir Wilfrid Laurier,
of whom he has been a very great admirer
and is yet, as far as I know to-day, unless he
has changed his opinion on the subject of
prohibition, as evidently my Lion. friend oppo-
site has, in which he says 1t was a cruelty to
attribute to him the position of having at-
tempted to humbug the people by submit-
ing the question of prohibition to them, with-
ous the slightest intention of ever putting
the will of the people, as expressed through
the Lallot box, upon the statute-book. His
language is very strong, and he quotes from
the speeches delivered by the Premier on
this question to show that he could not, in
honesty or in fairness to the people, do other
than carry out the will of the majority of
the people. The secretary of the Alliance
in Toronto has expressed a similar opinion
on this question, and he combats the posi-
tion taken by the Premier in this way: he
says if a certain percentage of the votes is
to control your action in a question of this
kind, why do you not apply the same prin-
ciple to yourselves, who represent but a
minority and a small minority of the whole
I observe the
Minister of Justice smiles. He thinks it
absurd to ask him to give up his position, I
know, because he represents a majority of
those elected ; but if the non-voters upon the
prohibition question are to be considered as
opposed to the principle, then logically the
non-voters and those who voted against the
late government, being in the large ma-
jority, would place them in a minority, and
under our system of government the ma-
jority is supposed to rule. It is the
essence of responsible government that we
should be governed by the majority. It
might not be uninteresting, if it were not so
long, to read a letter which has just appear-

ved in the public press—perhaps my hon,

friend has not read it.

Hon Mr. MILLS—Perhaps my hon.
friend would not object to my asking
whether he concurs in that line of argu-
ment ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
When I am placed in the position of my
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hon. friend and, assume the responsibility
of legislating upon the question of prohi-
bition, I will give a frank and fair answer.
I am not in that position just now, and
consequently I am not called upon to do it.
I told my hon. friend last session, when
this question of plebiscite was before this
chamber, that it was a fraud ; that it would
result in a fraud, that it was the most cun-
ringly devised scheme that was ever concoct-
ed by public men to get rid of a difticulty and
cheat the people of the country. That is what
T said then and thatis what I repeat now,
that when I am asked to legislate upon this
question,if my hon. friend will introduce
a bill to prohibit the importation and manu-
facture of spirituous liquors, then 1 will tell
him what I think aboutit. In the meantime
I propose to deal exclusively with the pusi-
tion of the government upon the question.
Even at the risk of being tedious, I will
read to the House this letter ; because it is
admirably written, forcible in style, and will
be interesting to my hon. friend who moved
theanswer tothe Address. I knowit will if he
has not read it. Thisis written by a Queen’s
Counsel, Mr. J. G. Bulmer. I have no doubt
the hon. senior member from Halifax
knows him. I believe he is a prominent
man there, and for the edification of those
who have not read it I will take the liberty
of reading it. I do so to show my hon.
friend that he is mistaken when he says the
temperance people are delighted and pleased
with the manner in which the government
fulfilled their promise to the people when
they submitted this question to them.
Perhaps he has forgotten that the Dominion
Alliance people, nor the prohibitionists,
ever asked for this plebiscite. On the con-
trary, Mr. Spence, at the convention held in
this city, told them that while they would
accept it and vote for prohibition, it was not
asked for by them, and consequently they
would not consider themselves responsible for
any vote which might take place upon it.
But upon the assurance by the Premier and
of others that the will of the people would
be carried out, they went to work in order
my to secure a majority. We all kn~w that
hon. friend opposite (Mr. Mills) is opposed
to prohibition. I have in my desk an ex-
tract from a speech in which he said he was
totally opposed to prohibition, believing it
to be impracticable in this country or in any
other country; and, entertaining those
views, I hold him responsible, as one of the

government, for submitting a question to the
people that he believes, if attempted to be
carried out, would be impracticable. In
doing that he was not acting honestly and
in accordance with his own conscience.
Why did he not do as my late chief, Sir
John Thompson, did in an interview with
a temperance delegation in one of the com-
mittee rooms? When they waited on him
he pointed at once, like an honest man, to
the difficulties that presented themselves,
and the utter impossibility of successfully
adopting a principle of that kind.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—He
made no promises.

Hon Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—No,
on the contrary, he intimated that he would
not do it, knowing that it could not be
enforced. However, I am getting away
from Mr. Bulmer’s letter. It is very well
written and highly interesting. He com-
menced it with a quotation which reads this
way :

¢ Ah! May God grant me life, and may Jesus
gz_wdon me, I will raise a gibbet a hundred yards

igh, I will take hammer and nails, and I will crucif
this Beauharnais called Buonaparte, between this
Leroy called Saint-Arnaud and this Fialin called
Persigny.”

Editor Citizen.—The above was used by Victor
Hugo in exile as a shout of defiance at the third
Napoleon after the infamous December days of 1851,
in which he had broken all pledges and by the coup
d’etat assassinated the French republic.” It is not
only a description by a master of the man of the hour,
but it is a description of one Frenchman by another,
exactly applicable at this moment to Sir Wilfrid
Laurier, and probably represents the feelings of a
hundred thousand voters in Canada. In his letter
Sir Wilfrid Laurier has tested his party as an engineer
tests a bridge ; he has loaded it with infamies; will
the party stand it? Even party honesty recoils with
a sort of dread anxiety before the outrage on which they
are entering, and a leading man of their party in the
local legislature said to me yesterday. ‘ Thisis too
bad.” Yes, itis too bad,and any one raiain% the cover a
hundred years hence for the purposes of history will
smell the stench. It is the most terrible attempt at a
thrust backward which Canada has ever received, and
the moral obliquity of the act surpasses a hundredfold
all the questionable acts committed in the name of poli-
tics by both political parties since 1867. That letter
leaves everything in ruins, as complete as though the
thunderbolt which rent had been answered by the
earthquake which scattered. A party platform, the
+olemn promise of the leaders, the encouragement and
support of the party press, the debates in Parliament,
the pledges of hundreds of representatives elected
since the adoption of the platform at Ottawa in 1893,
all are now repudiated. We are told by the leader of
the Liberal party, to-day in power and governing
Canada, himself, by twenty-nine per cent of the
whole vote of the Dominion, in effect, that before we
can have a solemn pledge carried out we must have
above fifty per cent of the whole vote of the Domi-
nion, in other words, a liquor vote of fifteen per cent
shall govern Canada. Surely the impudence of this
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argument following the repudiation of the platform ’

is only surpassed by the hypocrisy of the party pledge
preceding 1. T'he truth is, the party have been play-
g the game of government as u species of state
swindling—a conjuring feat on a large scale, and the
Conservative party can say to men like myself, who
worked for the Liberal party at the last election, and

went up and down the province for months assailing

the Couservative party because of the royal comm:is-
sion, * What a joke they have played on those idiots.
Yes, they have ; but I have to remind the men com-
posing the rank and file of the Liberal party in Canada,
that there is a scene in Homer where Nemesis appears
behind Thersites national politics with xueh violations
of principle as this is not politics at all—not even the
depraved politics of the violent partisan, but a herd
of provinees, through their representatives, hunting
together for their food.
IN A POLITICAL (UL DE SaC.

Sir Wilfrid Laurier has led his party into a place
of anunihilation, and made that terrible choice a polit-
ical battlefield without an outlet. To-day 2,000 pul-
pits, 5,000 societies, 100,000 voters ave busy de-
nouncing the government and the supporters for this
base hetrayal, while the religious and independent
press are sounding the tocsin of a free democracy
from one end of Canada to another. Who is to stem
this tide; whose voice will the people hear? Can
any one say anything for them, that the death roll
will not appear through the whitewash ? Never was
Sedan more certainly a mortar into which the Ger-
man army went pounding, than will be the ballot-box
a retort for the destruction of the Liberal party. If
I knew the day in June, 1893, that the plebiscite was
adopted into their platform, and the day that the
Dominion elections will be held, 1 should be able to
show that that which was knitted together un those
two days came apart the day of the election, that the
party which began at the convention under the black
flag of a lie, ended at the ballot box under the white

flag of disgrace, that the monstrous fabrication of the |

 convention burst asunder the day of election.
Nothing that the Liberal partv can do will from
this day forward to election day divert public atten-
tion, not if they created for us a fresh Klondike every
month, if they made every citezen as wise as Solomon,

blameless as St. John and safe as an angel in the |

courts of heaven; to vote for such a government
would still be a damnable crime, while its lever of
power was the liquor traffic. It is too late to deliber-
ate ; the gauntlet is thrown down; we must take it
up, as the Wesleyan says to-day *‘ through the hun-
dred and twenty constituencies 1 Canada giving ma-
jorities,” This letter of the Premier is an infamous
and insolent challenge to the democracy of this coun-
try, and it is true that for a time it kills us ; but hap-
pily such deaths as these, like the deaths of the gods,
are only for a time. When we are able, through
county conventions, held in every county in Canada,
by public meetings held in every center of population
and school-house in the land, articles in every paper

and sermons and speeches from every pulpit and plat- |

form, to r1ouse this country as it never was before,
then our masters at Ottawa will begin to see rising in
the gloom behind them the enormous head of the
people.  Let us get ready for 1900 by giving the world
an exhibition of a country *‘‘where the citizen is
always the head and ideal, where outside authority
enters always after the precedence of inside authority,
where the populace rises at once against the never
ending audacity and insolence ef elected persons,”

My only object in writing this letter is to rally into |

one unique thought the courage of the country. On
the body of Charpentier, who perished at the barri-
cade at the Petit Carrew, in Paris, was found a note
book with a single line. ‘“ Admonet et magna testa-
tur voce per umbras.” In that spirit I write this
letter. J. T. BULMER, Halifax, March 15th.

[SENATE]

T read this more particularly to show how

incorrrect my hon. friend is in stating that
[the temperance people and prohibitiunists
"are highly delighted with what the govern-
ment has done.
. This letter is a very good indication of
. the feeling of those who, as I believe, were
;betrayed by the government whose sole
;object was to evade and get rid for a time
of a troublesome question. I might elabo-
ivate on this question for an hour. I have
‘extracts from the speeches of the Minister of
“Agriculture and a number of extracts from
i the speeches of the Premier himself,in which
« he indicated, in the plainest possible manner,
that if a majority of the people were in
.favour of prohibition, his party would carry
"out the pledge which they had given, and
lintroduce a bill to enforce prohibition. He
{ did vot say, 1 frankly admit, a majority of
the votes cast; he said a majority of the
people, but when we use that expression in
the working of our institutions and in our
mode of government, it means a majority
of those who cast their votes at the poles.

My hon. friend the Minister of Justice
shakes his head. I know that he is to a
certain extent a theorist—I know, -more
than that, that he is a good constitutional
I thinker, and he knows, and every man within

)

{ the sound of my voice knows, that when we
2o to an election of any kind, whether it be
municipal or of a grave political character,
affecting the whole country, the majority of
the votes cast are those which are supposed
—1I will not say supposed—that the ma-
| jority of the people rule and control the
. future action of the government or the mu-
| nicipality which has t¢ deal with the ques-
tion. If such were not the case, what would
you do in the case of an election of a mem-
ber of Parliament where there are hundreds
on the poll books who never poll their votes :
{ and where some, as I know, in the House of
: Commons sit with a majority of two or three,
and yet have all the advantages of a member
who has a thousand majority, and are recog-
nized there as legitimate and proper represen-
tatives of the people, just as much as it each
of them had been elected by acclamation on
the supposition that every man in his con-
' stituency was in favour of his election In
| the present case every province, but one, has
pronounced by a large majority in favour of
the principle of probibition. I am not going
into the reasons which led the people of
the province of Quebec, who evidently hold
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|
different views from those in other sections'of. He positively refused. The principle
of the country, to oppose prohibition. That | was laid down that because the United

is a question that may be discussed here-
after, and probably we might leave that

States bad possession, because they had
made a settlement, we should not even

entirely for the other House to deal with, claim it as British territory. Is it to be
but here is a fact: every single province in! wondered then, that the United States com-
the Dominion has pronounced in favour of missioners should say: “Well, you have
prohibition, except one, and because you ;admitted this fact decidedly in your speeches
have not a majority in the whole of the'in the House, and certainly you should have
provinces, the temperance people, whom my |no hesitation in making that restriction in

hon. friend says are so satisfied with the*best ' any reference to the commission.”

‘When

of governments” that ever existed, have to— ! you look back to the history of this country—
I do not desie to use strong language|when you trace the utterances of the leaders

—abandon all hope of legislation.

How- ! of the Liberal party and more particularly

ever, the prohibitionists have shown that!of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries,

they are not satisfied with the action of the
government. I may be permitted, hefore I
sit down, to refer again to the Washington
Commission. It escaped my mind atthe
time. My hon. friend expressed great delight
at the result, so far as we know it. He was
delighted, as a Canadian, a loyal British
subject, at the position taken by the com-
missioners, as I understood him, upon that
question which led to the postponement of
further consideration of the Alaskan boun-
dary. On that question, if we understand
it, the Unite:l States commissioners demand-
ed that even if they submitted the question
to arbitration as to where the boundary
between the two countries really was, those
portions of the country in which there are
settlements and which the United States
have had possession of for a long time,
should still remain United States territory.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-—I think you may
drop the words “for a long time.”

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
My hon. friend makes the case stronger.
Does any one who has watched the course
of events, or has paid the slighest attention
to the debates in the House of Commons
for the last session, and who knows the
position taken by the Premier on that
question, wonder for a moment that the
United States commissioners took that
position? The Premier made the declara-
tion in the House of Commons when
debating this question last session, that
those portions of the country which had
been settled and held by the United States
would still be retained by them, and that
he would not withdraw the expression
when solemnly asked to do so by Sir Charles
Tupper, for fear it would be taken advantage

his chief and others. in their declarations
throughout the country, of their willingness
to concede almost anything that the United
States would ask of them in order to get
that panacea for all the ills and evils that
they said afflicted this country, unre-
stricted reciprocity, is it any wonder, when
the United States have those expressions
lying before them, that they should demand
from our commissioners that which no
British commissioner would think of sur-
rendering? T am glad my hou. friend from
Quinté division, desended, as I know he is,
from goud U. E. Loyalist stock, resents any
such propositions, from whatever party they
emanate. It would be presumption in any of
us to attempt to discuss this question intel-
ligently without knowing really what the
terms are and what the points are upon
which the commission have come to any
decision. May I ask the hon. Minister of
Justice if it is true that the Canadian com-
missioners, headed by the Premier of this
country, have consented to leave the inter-
pretation of the treaty of 1818 affecting the
fisheries, a question on which no one doubts
our rights, to arbitration to ascertain whether
that should be permitted to continue to
exist ! Are the United States people to
take the Premier’s declaration at Chicago,
where he said that the old treaty was bar-
barous in its character, that it was entered
into at a time so different from the present,
that while it might be applicable at that
time and quite correct, it was not applicable
or correct at this date? Is it possible
that a treaty which leaves no possible
doubt as to the rights of Canada to
those fisheries, should be left to arbitration
to-day, to tell us what it means? If that
concession is made, it is a concession to
which no Canadian should submit and should
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be resisted as we would resist any such con-
dition as I have referred to in connection
with the Alaskan boundary. Until we know
those facts and what the points of difference
are, we cannot, of course, discuss the question
intelligently. I am only calling attention
to that which has appeared in the public
press as one of the concessions which Canada
offers to make to the United States in
connection with that great question. We
all know the value of the fisheries, the
wealth they have brought to Newfound-
land and to Canada, and we also know the
importance of maintaining inviolate the
rights that we possess under all circum-
stances. I give expression to these, my own
views, I believe them to be the views of the
Canadian people generally, and I shall be
glad to get information from the Minister of
Justice—that is if he feels at liberty to
furnish it, knowing the delicacy which sur-
rounds him in speaking on questions of this
kind, unsettled as theyare,inany speech which
he may make in this Sanate and which will
receive publicity. I understand that thoro-
ughly, and consequently do not look for that
answer which I should like to receive upon
this important question, and upon other ques-
tions upon which they say a settlement has
been reached. However, if concessions of
that kind have been made ; if the rumours
which have appeared in the public press are
to be taken as correct upon these points, I
hope that if a treaty of that kind ever
comes before us it will be rejected by the
Parliament of Canada, as the United States
rejected treaties into which they had enter-
ed with Great Britain in the past, and treat-
ed with ignominy—I will not say with
contempt. I am not so much enamoured as
my hon. friend is with what he calls the
concession and great advantages of the
penny postage. 1 know that it is popular
—and perhaps it would be impolitic for me
to express an opinion upon it—particularly
with the commercial community. It is
popular with those who do a great deal of
correspondence. I know in my own small
business that the tax upon newspapers is
about compensated by the saving in postage,
but it is only an adjustment of taxation and
no more. If you relieve the commercial
community, as this does, by one cent on
every letter, the deficiency has to be made up
by somebody else, and the deficiency will
have to be taken out of the pockets of
those who do not have any correspondence,

and consequently that portion of the com-
munity for whom in the past you have been
so very solicitous—the agriculturists who
we have been told, were not only degraded
but ground down to the very lowest depths,
will have to assist in making up that deficit
if the theories which hon. gentlemen
opposite have preached for years be correct,
that they, through the National Policy,
have been taxed and are taxed at the
present time. You say, pertinent to this,
that you have carried out your promise
of free trade. There is only about one
and a half per cent difference between
the present tariff and the old tariff which
hon. gentlemen opposite denounced. In
some articles protection is higher than
under the old tariff, even with the 25 per
cent preference to the English manufac-
turers. Hon. gentlemen opposite began, like
a fakir who wants to sell his goods: he
marks his price high and then states in his
window that he gives 25 per cent reduction
for cash. You took some articles which bore
a 25 per cent duty in the old tariff, and
raised the rate to 35 per cent, and then said,
“we will give a 25 per cent preference to
Great Britain.” Now subtract the 25 per
cent from 35 per cent, and you have a
protection left of 26} per cent left, being
one and a quarter per cent better for
our manufacturers than the old National
Policy tariff which hon. gentlemen have
condemned for the last eighteen years; and
my hon. friend (Mr. Kerr) rejoices at the
fact that the manufacturers are reveling
in delight at the idea that they have not
been yet run out of existence. 'I cordially
approve of the protection they enjoy. Every
one knows that I am, and have been a pro-
tectionist, and the older I grow the stronger
I am in my convictions on that point. If
my hon. friend will go on and re-impose the
duties on the industries which he has de-
stroyed, he shall have my hearty support.
I admit, in connection with this, that the
unification, if I may use that term, of the
postage throughout the whole world is an
idea at which we should all rejoice, but
in adopting it in Canada with our sparse
population as compared with other nations,
we are just removing the tax from one par-
ticular subject and putting it on another;
for the $700,000 deficit this year arising
from a deficiency in postage—provided the
statements I have read are correct— must
be paid by some one. I notice in the Ad-
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dress a point to which my hon. friend did
not call attention, the proposition to build
a telegraph from Skagway to Yukon. I re-
member the speech of my hon. friend, the
Minister of Justice, last session, in which he
portrayed the dire consequences that were to
ollow if a railway or tramway was not built
from the head of the Stikine to Teslin Lake
—the flag was to be pulled down, miners
Were to starve, the country was to pass over
to foreigners and other direful consequences
were to follow. Nothing in the world
would save that country to Canada unless
that tramway and the ice road up the Sti-
kine River were built. My hon. friend has
concluded to build a telegraph line commenc-
Ing in what he termed, although we deny it,
United States territory. My hon. friend
said last session that all the trade of the
Klondike would be lost—that that country
itself would be lost if we could not have
entrance to the Yukon by some other route
than Skagway, Dyea or Pyramid Harbour.
Now, if the “existence of the country was
at stake through the failure of the
Stikine-Teslin railway project into the

ukon district, how much worse will it be
when you build a telegraph line to Dawson
from Skagway, a port now held by the United
States, and where every single telegram that
18 sent from this country to that portion
of the north-west will have to pass under
the surveillence of United States officials }
If it was so very dangerous to establish
railway communication with Dawson via
Skagway, it must be equally dangerous now.
I am not finding fault with the proposed
construction of that telegraph line ; if I
had any fault to find it would be that
You did not commence the construction
of a telegraph long ago. I think that
was the most essential thing to do in
order to assist the trade of that country.
I helieve telegraphic communication from
one portion of the British Empire to the
other would do more for the unification
of the Empire than any other scheme or
policy that can be adopted. Trade follows
the electric wire and without such com-
munication you cannot develop trade or
commerce such as you would establish if
there were telegraphic communication with
all portions of the country. I am very
glad that the government have adopted that
scheme at last, but it is totally inconsis-
tent with the declaration which they made
twelve months ago as to the absolute neces-

sity of being able to get into that country
without touching United States territory.
We believe, looking at the map as far as I
understand it, that Skagway belongs to Can-
ada, but it is in possession of the United
States, and so long as they hold it, just so
long will they compel British subjects to
submit to all the customs regulations and
whatever surveillence they think proper to
impose upon telegraphic communication.
What my hon. friend should have done, I
venture to give him this opinion, althoughI
declined to give him an opinion of what
should be done under other circumstances.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—We had that before.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
‘What ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Your opinion.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—

That does not relieve you of having taken
another position and having made other prom-
ises. Had the Premier and the government,
instead of acknowledging the supremacy of
the United States at Skagway and other
disputed points, asked them to enter into a
modus vivendi under which the matter
would remain in abeyance until an arbitra-
tion had settled the question, instead of
acknowledging their right to that country as
was done, we would have been in a much
stronger position to-day, and would have
shown better statesmanship than the gov-
ernment has done under the circumstances.
Notwithstanding these facts, however, my
hon. friend (Mr. Kerr) considers them
the best government that ever existed
in Canada. T was a little amused at the
interpretation which my hon. friend gave
to the question of gerrymandering. It
is an exotic, he says; it is a United
States invention, I may say a unique inven-
tion, and there was no person who introduced
it into this country but my hon. friend’s
friends, and they have been using it ever
since. We have been denyingit. Iam not
prepared to admit the statements which
have been made as to redistribution of seats
in the past. I deny that they have been of
the character designated. What is intended
to be done in this matter, as in the matter
of the commission, I cannot say. We are
debating the question in the dark. We
know that the Confederation Act—if you
refer to the 51st and 52nd clauses of
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the Constitutional Act under which we
are governed,—makes this provision, that
every ten years there must be a redistribu-
tion of seats upon the principle of represen
tation by population as near as practicable.
I do not say that that can be done exactly.
If you redistribute the seats now in accord-
ance with what is indicated by the hon.
gentleman who moved the Address, adheiing
to county boundaries, I say it is practically
impossible—for T have studied that question
a little in the past—if you are going to have
the representation based upon that old plat-
form of the Liberal party in Canada, which
has been preached ever since the Hon. Geo.
Brown’s time, of representation by popula-
tion. Neither do I think, and I do not
know that it is necessary in the election of
representatives to the House of Commons,
a body which has to deal with the affairs of
the whole Dominion, or even practicable to
have the constituencies limited by county
boundacies. We know very well that it is
not the case in Ontario. If you look at the
Hurons you will find that townships are
actually divided, in the constituencies for
the Ontario Legislature. When you talk
about the population, all you have to do is
to look at the past and examine the Redis-
tribution Bill in Ontario. 1 refer to that
more particularly, because my hon. friend
(Mr. Kerr) is an Ontario man. He will find
that they have not adhered rigidly to popu-
lation or county boundaries, because they
retained Niagara with 5,000 and Corn-
wall with 7,000, while other constituencies
have three sand four times as many. What
I should like to know from my hon. friend
(Mr. Mills) when he arises to address the
House, is, upon what principle, if he thinks
it advisable to give the information, this
redistribution is to take place. Ts the
whole of this country to be redistributed in
order to adhere to the county boundary
lines and in accordance with population, or
are you to commence at the eastern portion
and divide it up, giving each section a re-
presentative by population, or is it for the
purpose, as I should say is indicated by the
letter, a copy of which was telepraphed
from British Columbia the other day, to
deal with it from a strictly party stand-
point, which is the meaning put upon the
word ¢ gerrymander ” by my hon. friend } T
read the other day with some surprise an
answer made by the Minister of Justice. I
hope he will state that it is not correct. In

coamunication with his British Columbia
friends he told them frankly that he knew
very little about the geography of the con-
stituencies in that province, and asked
them to apply to the Reform Associa-
tions and supply the information when
required. Does not my hon. friend know
enough of politics to know that informa-
tion so sought, and information so received,
would not be reliable? There are other
sources of information which the hon.
gentleman might apply to without seek-
ing it from a Reform or any other asso-
ciation. It is the last place that I would
apply to if T wanted an unbiassed opinion.
Take British Columbia at the presert mo-
ment and see what position they are in.
Thousands and teas of thousands of people
are rushing into the Atlin and other mining
districts of the province., Is British
Columbia to be distributed on the basis of
a mining population? You know that the
mining population in any locality may consist
temporarily of thousands and thousands of
people. Two or three years ago I went
through the Crow’s Nest Pass. I went to
what is called Wild Horse Mining Camp.
There were ten to fifteen thousand of a min-
ing population there at one time, but only
about half a dozen people when Iwas there, Is
the redistribution to be based on a population
of that kind, or in what way? Perhaps the
hon. gentleman will enlighten us on that
subject before the debate is closed. Then
you must bear in mind that even if they cut
up the whole country at the present moment
to suit themselves, or in accordance with the
population or the county boundaries, they
will have to do the same thing again two
years hence, if they are in power—I might
parenthetically say that I hope they wiil not
be—that is after the next decennial census.
If they succeed in carrying the country two
years hence or a year hence, whenever they
go to the people, they will have, under
the constitution, to redistribute the whole
country, and here, just a year before taking
another census, we are asked to redistribute
the constituencies of this country in order to
please them, or to convince the people that
they were sincere in their declarations that
what had been done in the past was not
correctly done.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
My hon. friend says hear, hear. I knew he
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would say that. When that question comes
up we will discuss it at much greater length,
and on facts which we should have before us.
The last paragraph is exceedingly pleasing,
where it says that the estimates for the
year are to be prepared with a due regard
to efficiency and economy, and the responsi-
bility arising from the rapid progress of the
country. This is a stereotyped expression,
I admit, but when I put that in juxtaposi-
tion with the increase of expenditure during
the last two or three years, and with the
declaration of the Minister of Public Works
when defending his extravagance during the
last two or three years, when he said:
“Wait till you see our estimates for next
year, and then we will show you how we
can spend money.” We wait with some
little anxiety to see what these estimates
will be, and how far these promises are to
be carried out.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—That is in the other
chamber.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—It
is in the other chamber, it is true, but as
members of this chamber we have to deal
with it, and as citizens of the Dominion we
have to foot the bill, as well as those of the
other chamber, notwithstanding the restric-
tion my hon. friend would place upon the
powers of this chamber to deal with it when
it comes before us. There are many other
points to which I would like to call atten-
tion, but I have spoken as briefly as I could.
I merely desired to call the attention of the
House to some of the positions taken by my
hon. friend who moved the addres<, and the
position which the government take upon
these questions, must be my only apology for
having occupied your time so long.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I may begin by con-
gratulating the mover and seconder on the
very able statements they have made and
the very clear explanatious they have given
of the principles and policy of the govern-
ment, disclosed in the Speech from the
Throne. I also may say that I entirely
agree with them in their statement that this
country is entitled to be felicitated upon the
appointment by Her Majesty of the present
Governor General. I have no doubt that
His Excellency will be found to discharge
his duties upon the principles of government
which have long been established in this

2

country and which are invariably followed
in the parent State. Let me say further I
must also congratulate my hon. friend the
leader of the opposition on the moderation
with which he has discussed those questions
upon which he entertains very strong opi-
nions and upon which I have no doubt he
differs from the administration. My hon.
friend began his speech by stating that he
entirely agreed with the views expressed by
the mover and seconder of the address that
the country was prosperous, that it was in
a highly prosperous condition, and he also
agreed with them that the emigration from
the country had ceased, and that a large
number who had gone abroad in former years
were immigrating to Canada again. There
are reasons for these things which I will
not discuss at the present time. But we
know right well that when people emigrate
in large numbers from a country they do so
with the expectation of bettering their con-
dition, and if everything was quite satis-
factory at home such an emigration would
not take place. 'When people immigrate to
a country they assume that the condition
of things in the country towards which
they are directing their journey is more
prosperous than the country which they
had left, and so I take it that the
emigration of former years and the immi-
gration of to-day are indications that we are
in a more prosperous condition at the pre-
sent time than we were at the time that
those persons expatriated themselves and
sought homes in other sections of Christen-
dom. My hon. friend has also discussed
the tendency, as he calls it, of the Anglo-
Saxon to roam over the world, but that
tendency at the present time is checked in
Canada. T do not know that the Anglo-
Saxon is a nomad and that he delights in
finding a home somewhere else than in the
country of his birth, but he is an enterpris-
ing man ready to push his fortunes where-
ever he thinks a fortune can be made, and
not disposed to remain at home if in his
opinion his condition will be very much
bettered by going elsewhere. I do not
know that the Anglo-Saxon in this regard
differs much from the Celt, or from any
other race in the civilized world. This much
is perfectly clear: for some reason or other,
which my hon. friend has not attempted
to explain, the condition of things has im-
proved and the country is more prosperous
at this time than it was when my hon.
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friend and his former colleagues had the
direction of public affairs, I know right well
that my hon. friend does not expect me to
claim any credit for this, but I am perfectly
sure that if my hon. iriend were in my
place and the condition of things had im-
proved so much for the better, that, however
disposed he may be to thank Providence in
his-heart, he would in his utterances be dis-
posed to take a very considerable portion of
the credit to himself. My hon. friend,
therefore, ought not to be surprised that the
government does claim, to some extent at
all events, the merit of having contributed
as far as governments can, to the change
which has taken place for the better.
There is another thing which my hon. friend
will not be disposed to dispute, and that is
that there is abroad in this country to-day
a spirit of self-reliance, a disposition on the
part of the population to rely upon their
own exertions and their own energies and
to look less to others for the prosperity
which they trust lies before them, than in
any other period of the history of this
country.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Why do you not
lower the tariff?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend asks
why do we not lower the tariff. What has
that to do with this question?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —Self-reliance.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The people are exhi-
biting self reliance, and the tariff, I may say
to my hon. friend, will be lowered, though I
do not think my hon. friend will be pleased
to see it lowered, because my hon. friend
wants & grievance. He wants something of
which to complain. He wants to direct his
criticisms against the administration, and
that opportunity would not be afforded him
if the Government moved faster than they
are moving at the present time. Therefore,
my hon. friend would be in greater distress
than he has known since he has been in
Parliament, because the principal ground of
his complaint would be taken away. Let
me say this : that not only does the country
exhibit great self reliance by the energies
that the population are putting forth, by
the enterprises in which they are engaging,
by the objects in which they are investing
their capital in order to create fortunes for
themselves, but there is also growing up

between Canada and the parent State a
stronger feeling of unity, a stronger desire
to become one and indivisible than existed
in former periods of the history of this
country.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The Dominion of Can-
ada, perhaps, is something like a boy grow-
ing up to manhood? He in time takes an
interest in the fortunes of his father. He
learns that he may contribute something to-
wards the increase of that fortune and he
desires to become a partner, not merely
governing the local territory of which he is
in charge, but sharing in those larger enter-
prises and those international enterprises in
which, if he grows, he will have a permanent
interest. An so to that extent he will be
disposed to cast, in a larger degree, his for-
tunes with the old gentleman than he was
inclined to do before ; and so there is a dis-
position on the part of the people of this
country to say “we have a great regard to
our father John Bull and we wish perman-
ently to unite our fortunes with his.” My
hon. friend has also adversely criticised the
government with regard to a number of
matters. He has spoken of the negotiations
with the United States and has asked-—not
with a great deal of persistency, and I am
obliged to him for it—information with re-
gard to those negotiations. My hon. friend
knows there were a number of questions of
difference that had arisen between this
country and the United States. There were
questions of difference with regard to their
rights in our Atlantic waters in respect to
the fisheries. There were differences arising
from the unrestrained destruction of fish
in the inland fisheries on the borders of
the two countries, creating dissatisfaction
with us, because we were making regulations
for the preservation of the fish, while before
the eyes of our fishermen destruction was
going on without restraint upon the United
States side of the boundary. Then there were
differences with regard to pelagic sealing
which had been arranged to some extent by
the convention of Paris, and which had been
settled in the main in favour of our conten-
tion, but they were maintaining that from
the manner in which pelagic sealing was
being carried on, even under the Paris regu-
lations, the herd of seals in the Pribylof
Islands was being destroyed, and it was
necessary that some convention should be
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had between the two governments in order
that that herd might be preserved. That
Was a subject of irritation on one side if not
- on both, and so it became necessary to come
t0 a more perfect understanding with our
neighbours in respect to that. Then there
was the dispute to which my hon. friend
has referred, this question of boundary :
and the United States contend the boundary
13, where we think it is not. In our opinion,
under the convention with Russia of 1825,
the convention of St. Petersburg, the loca-
tion of the boundary is not where the
United States contend it is.” In our opinion
the proper location would give us, at all
€vents, the upper portion of the Lynn Canal,
and if our contention is right Dyea and Skag-
Way are located in Canadian territory. Now,
let me say this: my hon. friend has re-
ferred to some other matters connected
With this which I will discuss later. He has
referred to the communications which took
Place on this subject. We thought, and we
think still, that the rule which the United
States urged on behalf of Venezuela and
which the British Government at their
Instance accepted, is one equally applicable
to the disputed boundary between the
United States and Canada. The United
States insisted, when the boundary came to
be settled under the treaty stipulaticns with
Venezuela by the commissioners appointed
or the purpose, that if upon the location
of the boundary a settlement made by the
British should be found on the Venezuela
side, and that it had been made more than
half a century ago, the boundary should be
80 located as to embrace that settlement
within British territory. In our opinion the
Same rule should apply in settling the dis-
puted boundary between Canada and the
United States, that if there should be any
town which was built up more than half a
century ago upon our side of the boundary
by the people of the United States, that
should go to them according to the rule laid
down between Venezuela and Great Britain ;
but our United States friends, as I under-
Stand it, were not prepared to accept that
proposition. They propose that any town,
Do matter how recently built by them in
Canadian territory, should go to them in
any event. That was one of the dif-
ferences, as I understand it, on that
question. Then there was also a difference
of opinion, which I need not discuss at the
Present fime, in regard to the manuer in
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which a commission or board of arbitration
should be constituted for the purpose of
settling those difficulties. My hon. friend
has referred in this matter to the death of
Lord Herschell. I may say that I think we
all ejually lament the death of that dis-
tinguished statesman and jurist. Lord
Herschell was a man of far more than ordi-
nary ability, and far more than ordinary in-
dustry. He had devoted himself with great
energy and great zeal and with extraordinary
intelligence, and had studied all the disputed
questions that required a settlement be-
tween Canada and the United States. No
man could be better qualified by his attain-
ments and by his ability for the commission
appointed to consider these questions than
the late Lord Herschall. He gave them
special attention and I cannot but feel, as I
am sure every hon. gentleman here does,
that it was a great misfortune to this coun-
try when Lord Herschell died. His ser-
vices would have been invaluable to us, not
only in the settlement of the questions in
controversy, but the special attention which
he had given to" all those subjects, the
thorough acquaintance which he had ac-
quired with respect to them, as well as his
interest in this country and familiarity with
it, which nearly eight or nine months had
given him, would have been of invaluable
service to Canada in future years had Lord
Herschell’s life been spared ; so I cannot
help but feel, as I am sure every one here
does, that it was a calamity to this country
when Lord Herschell died.

My hon. friend has referred to the penny
postage. He thinks that it is an advantage
simply to merchants. I do not agree with
that view, and I think if my hon. friend
will reflect for a moment he will see that its
beneficial influence is very much wider than
he has stated. Merchants may, to some
extent be benefited by the system of penny
postage, but the people who will perhaps
avail themselves of it most are those who
have relations scattered abroad throughout
the Empire and in the neighbouring republic.
It will result in very much more frequent
communication between the scattered mem-
bers of different families and, in my opinion,
will become an important bond of union
between different sections of the British
Empire as well as between the Empire and
the English speaking population of the
neighbouring republic. All the ties that
spring up between one section of the Empire



and another ; all the acts of state and pub-
lic utterances which bring people, whose
union and good understanding is desirable,
closer together are advantages, and this I
regard as one of the measures contributing
silently and unostentatiously to a closer and
stronger union between different portions of
the British Empire. Let me «ay this, that
our union is a peculiar one. We know the
union of the neighbouring republic sprang up.
A compact was entered into between the
colonies. The powers which belonged to the
British Government passed to the central
government ; the powers which belonged to
the colonies passed to the States, and so
their constitution did little more than
regulate and define the boundaries which
separated these respective powers, and they
were enabled, without much difficulty, to
frame a written constitution. Let me say
you can have no such constitution between
the different portions of the BritishE mpire.
We are ditlerently constituted : the differ-
ent portions of the Empire are not in
contact with each other, and the union
which exists and which largely consisted
at one time of the supremacy of the central
authority, now more largely consists in the
extension of interests, in commercial rela-
tions, in closer business contact and, when
necessity arises, in international contro-
versies, and granting to a dependency a
voice in any international board for the
settlement of those difficulties in proportion
to the interest which it has. Now, that is
a union which you cannot provide for by a
written constitution. It is a union which mnust
grow, and it is the business of public men
in every part of the Empire to look abroad
and to see where the opportunities exist for
the extension of that union and the strength-
ening of its bonds, in order that in time an
Imperial constitution, similar in principle
to that of the United Kingdom-—similar in
principle to that by which we are governed,
may spring up between the different por-
tions of the Empire. It is not a union in
which there is a legislative body, for which
it is necessary to make legislative provisions.
It is a union consisting largely of adminis-
trative relations, of the settlement of treavy
relations, of understandings; it is a union
based on convention and usage and common
sense, not on law, and which will in time
become a far more perfect machine than it
is possible for the wisdom of statesmen to
create. Now, my hon. friend I thought
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undervalued the importance of more friendly
relations with the neighbouring republic.
My hon. friend did not speak against such
union, I know perfectly well ; but I thought
he undertook to m'nimize the observations
made by my hon. friend who moved the
Address. Now, I think they are of very
great consequence.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
What I desired to point out was I would
not submit to great concessions even to
obtain that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Neither would I. We
may have a little ditliculty in drawing the
boundary, but there are somethings on
which I think concessions ought never to
be made, and other things on which conces-
sions may be made, and if experience shows
they do not work as satisf.ctorily as you
anticipate, they may be withdrawn. While
I have no desire to see any political relation
between this country and the neighbouring
republic ; while we should maintain our
autonomy here, an autonomy consistent with
the continued unity of the empire, I #m in
favour of friendly relations and a friendly
understanding with our neighbour across the
boundary.

Hon. Sir MACKESNZIE
So is everybody.

BOWELL—

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Now, it is one of the
benefits that have grown up within a recent
period, a period extending back but a few
months, that more friendly relations do
exist. I have myself met many men of
prominence in the neighbouring republic
during the past summer and this winter,
and I know there is a very great change for
the better in their feeling towards Canada
and towards Great Britain. When the
United States gave up the oid colonial idea
of living to themselves, of being a world by
themselves, of avoiding entangling alliances,
meaning thereby not merely political alli-
ances but intimate commercial relations,
they attained their majority. They have
gone abroad in that they have undertaken
to acquire out~ide dominion, and in doing so
have given hrstages for their good conduct
in time to come, and they will not occupy
that isolated position which some regarded
as independence, but which I regard as lead-
ing to illnature and to its exhibition. I
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Say, therefore, that in the extension of!ters stated that the rule with reference to
nited States territory and in the better | the plebiscite vote was exactly the same as

understanding that has arisen between the | the rule for the election of members to the

mperial Government of our Empire and

the United States, we have hopes that their:

sl-nell will be softened and that they will be
disposed to deal with us from feelings of
self-interest on fairer terms than they were
1sposed to do under other circumstances.
. My hon. friend has referred to the ques-
tion of prohibition. Well, T am not going
to discuss that, because while he read to us
the opinions of others, whose opinions per-
haps might be of very great consequence ——

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
They are Liberal opinions.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend would
ave satisfied himself, and I am sure others
on this side of the House more, if he had
devoted a little more attention to the expo-
Sition of his own which he declared, like
Desdemona, he was determined to conceal.
1y hon. friend, however, was not very suc-
cessful, for he reminded us of the views
eXpressed, which are in entire accord with
18 own, by the former Prime Minister, the
late Sir John Thompson. And he said Sir
John Thompson informed these people he
did not favour prohibition, that he was
Opposed to it, and that he intended to stand
on that ground. My hon. friend says that
our position was a fraud ; that in fact our
course in proposing a vote on the subject of
Prohibition was a fraud. But my hon.
friend forgot that he himself supported it
with alacrity. If my hon. friend held last
Session the views that he has uttered with
80 much perspicuity to-day, he ought to have
Tesisted the proposition. He ought to have
fought against fraud here. He ought to
have endeavoured to prevent the triumph of
fraud in this House. But my hon. friend
thought the government was marching to
tl_leir execution, and fraud or no fraud,
villany or no villany, my hon. friend was
ready to submit to anything and to do any-
thing, for the purpose of allowing the gov-
€rnment to commit suicide.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Oh, T would not do that.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Then my hon. friend
read letters, but he did not tell us whether
e adopted them as his own views or not,
and I did not see that they had much rele-
vancy unless he adopted them. These let-

House of Commons. I dissent from that
view. The object is different. You must
have a House of Commons. You must have
representatives of the people constituting
one assembly, and you accept the return of
those who have polled a majority of the
votes. How did this vote stand? My hon.
friend will see we were not electing anybody.
There was no act of necessity connected
with this vote. The object of the vote, asI
take it, was for the purpose of seeing
whether the state of public opinion was
such that it would justify the government
in legislating. We had no doubt but what
a measure might be carried through Parlia-
ment, especially if hon. gentlemen thought
it was going to kill us. But my hon. friend
will see that beyond that there is the ques-
tion of the enforcement of the law, and I
say that a measure put upon the statute-
book that you cannot enforce is very much
worse than no measure at all. When you
look at the vote how does it stand? You
had 21 per cent of the electors of Canada
declaring against prohibition ; you had 22}
per cent declaring in favour of prohibition ;
and you had nearly 56 per cent who did not
vote at all, who certainly were not enthusi-
asts in favour of prohibition. On the con-
trary, I would be inclined to draw the in-
ference that they were, on the whole, hostile
to such legislation. It being six o'clock,
and as I have yet some further remarks to
make, I move the adjournment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, 21st March, 1899.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE INTERNATIONAL CONFER-
ENCE.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON rose to inquire :

Whether the suspension of the deliberations of the
international conference, between Great Britain and
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the United States, until the 2nd of August next, will
prevent the consideration of the establishment of free
trade relations with Great Britain ?

He said :-—The object of the question is to
ascertain whether the suspension of the con-
ference means the tying up of dumestic
legislation in Canada or of legislation we
may have with Great Britain.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I do not see any con-
nection between our trade relations with
Great Britain and the negotiations with
Washington. I am notat all aware that the
one can have any influence on the other. It
is not intended that any negotiations with
the United States shall alter the policy that
the government adopted with respect to
Great Britain.

THE ADDRESS.
THE DEBATE CONTINUED.
The Order of the Day being called :

Resuming the adjourned debate on the considera-
tion of His Excellency the Governor General’s Sﬁeech
i)'n the opening of the fourth session of the eighth par-

iament.

Hon. Mr. MILLS said :—When the House
rose last evening at 6 o’clock I was disquss-
ing what my hon. friend opposite, the leader
of the opposition, had said in respect to the
plebiscite taken upon the subject of prohibi-
tion. I did not think that there was any
similarity between an election for the return
of a member to the House of Commons and
the vote taken to ascertain the state of
public opinion upon a question relating to a
proposed sumptuary law. If it becomes
necessary to hold an election for a member
to the House of Commons, it is necessary
that there should be a member returned, a
representative for the constituency that at
the time was vacant. It is necessary,
whether the vote be large or small, that
that return should take place, and it has
always been regarded in the public interest
that the one who has polled the largest
number of votes, whether they form a large
or a small percentage of those who are en-
titled to the franchise, shall be returned as
the representative to the legislature. But
that view can have no relevancy to a vote
taken in respect to the propriety of legisla-
tion upon a particular subject. Let me say
to the hon. gentleman that it has not heen
the practice in this country, nor is it gener-
ally consistent with parliamentary govern-

ment, that a vote shall be taken upon a
specific measure. The rule is that each
party may state what their views are on
questions of general policy, and those
who are returned in the majority to the
House of Commons shall exercise a con-
trolling influence in favour of that
policy to which they are committed.
Now, whether the rule be a sound one or
not, it was thought that that principle was
not applicable to the case of a sumptuary
law. In such a case, whether the measure
is one which is proper to put upon a statute-
book, depends largely on the state of public
opinion, and whether the public will sustain
such a measure by their active sympathy and
support, if it should be madelaw. Now, the
vote is taken not to decide whether prohib-
itory legislation is a good or a bad thing in
itself, or whether it is a proper thing to
adopt, but if the law can be enforced. That
is a consideration upon which the people
may pass by a popular vote, but it is also a
consideration upon which the administration
and Parliament must subsequently decide.
But assuming that to be 8o, assuming such
legislation is proper, nevertheless it is im-
portant to know whether the state of opinion
in the country is such as to justify the
administration in bringing such a measure
forward. Now, I say, the object of the
popular vote on a question of that sort is
and must be mainly for the purpose of
ascertaining the state of public opinion.
Now, what does the vote disclose? I find
that there are on the registered lists of voters
1,223,849 names. Of that number, 278,478
voted in favour of prohibition; 264,571 voted
against prohibition. That is, the total vote
polled was 543,049, indicating the number
who are actively in favour of such a measure
and the number who are actively opposed
to it, the vote being taking the whole
Dominion cellectively together, very nearly
equal. Now, I find there were 646,800
votes, not polled, a good deal more than half.
I say, looking at the whole question, at the
result of the vote that was taken, in my
opinion it does not indicates such a state of
public opinion as would warrant the govern-
mentinundertakingtolegislateonthe subject.
Then you have the further consideration
that you would require in case such a vote
was adopted, to alter the taxation to the
amount of six or seven million dollars. You
would have to remove the tax from all
the prohibited articles as a source of



[MARCH 21, 1899]

revenue. You would have to devise
other means of taxation than those which
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opened a line of railway into that northern
country within our own territory with a view

already existed and in place of the tax!of extending it as soon as possible to a sea-

which you repealed. And if that were
the case, every administration, as long as it
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port within our own limits, it would have
been the right policy to adopt. I am still

retains its senses, must consider what would | of that opinion. I think it was most unfor-

be the effect of that alteration of the taxa-
tion upon the public opinion of the country,
and whether, if such a system of taxation
had been proposed as part of the question
submitted, the vote in favour of prohibition
would even have been as large as it is. Let
e suppose, as an abstract proposition, that
we had carried through a perfect measure,
we had provided another system of taxation,
that we had imposed taxes upon tea, coffee
and sugar, and a per capita tax or such
other tax as might be required to make up
the six or seven millions of revenue that
would have been displaced, and we had ask-
ed for the vote of this country upon a per-
fected measure of that sort, I think we were
bound to consider what would be the proba-
ble vote given upon a measure of that sort.
I have no hesitation in saying vhas there
would necessarily be a good many people
who would vote for an abstract proposition
in favour of prohibition that would not vote
to pay a few dollars of the taxes that are at
Present paid by the men who drink. That
I have little doubt about, and all these
Matters are to be taken into consideration.
If instead of 278,000 votes there had been
over half a million votes in favour of the
Proposition, it would have indicated a very
different state of public opinion from that
which exists, and a state of public opinion
that might have justified the government
in going forward and meeting the wishes of
those who desire to see a policy of pro-
hibition adopted.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Take
another plebiscite.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend has
also spoken about the proposed telegraph
line from Skagway into Dawson, and he
seems to think in some way or another, that
that is contrary to the policy which the
government adopted last year, and inconsis-
tent with the contention which my hon.
friend beside me and myself on behalf of
the government made in this House last
session. I do not see that. T am unable to
see how my hon. friend arrives at such a
conclusion. I was of the opinion that if we

tunate—my hon. friend I dare say holds a
different view—that that policy was frus-
trated by the vote of this House. There
can be no doubt whatever we have turned,
by our action, the whole trade both from
Canada and the United States to the ports
of Dyea and Skagway. We no doubt arrive
somewhat nearer to our own territory by
going to these ports, but we place the trade
at its initial step under the control of the
United States, subject to their policy. We
are building up considerable towns on
United States territory that could not live
without our trade if that trade had been
diverted into another channel. That is an
accomplished fact. A railway is being con-
structed which will facilitate, no doubt,
communication with that country, and what
we propose to do in the meantime is to con-
struct a telesraph line, located in that same
district, for the purpose of holding more
ready communication with that distant
portion of our Canadian possessions. We
do not suppose for a moment that that is
to be our permanent line into that terri-
tory, but it is the one that can be most
readily constructed, and which will furnish
at the earliest day facilities for intercourse,
to enable us to communicate with the
territory, until we are able to begin at a
point connected with the telegraph system
in Canada as it now exists and extend a
line from that system into the Yukon coun-
try. No doubt that must be done, and it
must be done with as much expedition as
possible, but in the meantime a line can be
constructed in the course of a short period
of time which will place us within a few
days communication with the ports on the
western coast. It will take a vessel a few
days to pass from Dyea or Skagway to Viec-
toria,and that link, of course,in our telegraph
communication will be wanting, but never-
theless it will enable us, in the course of a
week, to communicate with Dawson and
with the mining district in the Yukon coun-
try. At present our communication is very
slow and extremely uncertain, and that slow-
ness and uncertainty will be overcome tem-
porarily by the construction of this section
of telegraph line. My hon. friend referred



|SENATE|

to the proposed bill for the redistribution of
seats, and spoke of it as a gerrymander bill.
It is not a gerrymander bill ; the object is to
repeal a measure of that sort. Unfortuna ely
many years agothe system of gerrymandering
constituencies so as to give a minority an
opportunity of returning a majority to alegis-
lature was adopted by our neighbours over
the way. That system was carefully excluded
from this country until 1882, and in 1882
my hon. friend opposite and his colleagues
undertook to solve the problem in the United
States way. We propose to put an end to
that. It would be advantageous perhaps
from a party point of view—although I
think it would be demoralizing to the public
sentiment of the country—if we were to |
retaliate and adopt the policy of those who
controlled the government of this country
in 1882. But we do not propose todo that.
We propose to put an end to the gerry-
mandering systein. We say that you shall
pay regard to county boundaries, that these
shall not be broken, that, where a county is
entitled to more than one representative, you
may divide it into two divisions. 1f entitled
to more than two, into three ridings, but you
must make your electoral division within
the limits of the boundaries established by
the county. Now, across the boundary in
some of the newer states of the United
States Union they have a special provision
in their state constitutions that there shall
be no gerrymander, and to secure the result
they provide that when the census is taken
and a new distribution of seats takes place,
the county boundaries shall be unbroken,
and the fragments of different counties shall
not be put together for the purpose of
forming a constituency. In adopting this
rule over the way, and in adopting that
rule here, we are simply following the
ancient tradition of the United King-
dom. Hon. gentlemen will remember that
in the United Kingdom there is no
such thing as constituencies made up
of fragments of different counties. You
have the borough divisions and you have
the county ridings, but each riding forms
a portion of a single county. It does not
form a portion of several counties, and in
that way the historical traditions of the re-
presentation of the county has been pre-
served and it has exercised, as stated by
Mr. Gladstone and by Lord Salisbury, a
healthful influence over the representation

|to drag them down.

in the future. Constituencies that a century

ago were represented by the great Earl of
Chatham,when Mr. Pitt, by his son, Mr. Pitt,
by Mr. Fox, have a pride to-day in referring
to the fact that in times gone by these men
who played so important a part in the
House of Commons and in the government
of the Empire were representatives of their
district, and it exercises a healthful and
beneficial influence over them in the selec-
tion of representatives to-day. The effect
of such a historic tradition is advantageous
to the community, for whatever we may do
in the way of legislation and especially in
the way of constitutional legislation, should
be aimed to draw people upwards and not
The principle, hon.
gentlemen, will find set out by Sir John
Macdonald, in a speech addressed to
the House of Commons in 1872, He
points out that it is important, where men
are in the habit of co-operation for any pub-
lic object, for the administration of justice,
say as jurymen, in their agricultural associa-
tions, in their municipal organizations, that
the same men, thus forming an acquaintance
with each other, thus becoming personally
acquainted with the abilities of the more
promising men amongst them, should have
an opportunity of selecting such for their
representatives in the House of Commons.
Butif you cut off a township from one county
and attach it to two or three townships in
another county, you may take off from the
county the most promising, the most influ-
ential, the most useful man of the county
and put him in a constituency where out-
side of his own township he has no acquain-
tance whatever. No matter which party he
may belong to, you doom him to private
life, you deny himn that opportunity which
his abilities would enable him to secure and
which his abilities entitle him to, if you
respected county boundaries, and if you
gave him the chance to which he is entitled.
I say that in proposing to return to the
principle of observing county boundaries in
a distribution of seats, we are not introduc-
ing anything novel. We are not gerry-
mandering the country. We are under-
taking to undo what has been done in that
regard and give every man, whether in or
out of Parliainent, a fair chance for his life,
the opportunity of making his own fortune.
Now, my hon. friend says that if we adopt
that principle we do not secure equal elect-
oral divisions, but I tell my hon. friend that
when this subject was under discussion in
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1893 T went over the whole ground withgthose theories of taxation which you have

some care then, and I think I satisfied

! oeen promulgating for twenty years
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I do

members of the House of Commons on that | not think that my hon. friend is warranted

occasion that the .inequalities which exist
at the present time between the constituen-
cies with the largest population and those
Wwith the smallest is greater than would exist
if the principle of respect for county bound-
aries were observed. There is no difticulty
In showing that undoubtedly that is so ; and
1% is, therefore, of immense consequence in
this country, if we by any possibility can do
it, that we should adopt a rule which would
be accepted for all time to come, so that no
matter which party might control the affairs
of the country after the census, that we should
beassured of one thing, the county boundaries
would be respected and that whatever alter-
ations were made in constituencies would
be made within those county limits. I
think that is a safe rule. It has been said
by my hon. friend that we disregard the
principle of representation by population in
adopting a rule of this sort. Let us observe
what the British North Ainerica Act pro-
vides for in that regard. It does not pro-
vide for representation by population in
electoral districts. That we have never
had. It cannot be contended for a
moment that was adopted in the distri-
bution of 1872, or 1882 or 1892. In every
one of these cases the inequality shows
that there was very little attention given to
the subject of representation by population
between constituencies. That is not what
the Act calls for. It is representation by
Population between the provinces, and each
Province is given representation in propor-
tion to its population. Now, one constitu-
ency may have a larger population than
another. That is of far less consequence
than to undertake to break up the division
which exists by the common co-operation of
the people within county limits. I need not
pursue that question further, because the
measure will be before this House and we
shall have an opportunity of fully discussing
it. T simply point out that there is no

gerrymander contemplated, none intended—
that the intention is as far as possible to-

in that contention, I pever proposed that
there should be less taxation than is required
for the public service. I havealways main-
tained that the tax should be with that
object in view.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—But that all that
was collected for taxation purposes should
be diverted into the treasury.

|  Hon. Mr. MILLS—That is my opinion,
and 1 think it is desirable to carry that
principle out, so far as we possible can. The
great difference between my hon. friend
(Mr. Boulton) and myself on this point is
that he seems to think that unless you move
on a direct line you are not moving in the
direction that you claitn you intend to
travel. On that point I differ from him.
There are isany questions connected with
taxation. There are many prejudices asso-
ciated with it, on the part of people having
important interests that it is not our busi-
ness to shock—that it is not our business to
make war upon. We trust to the force of
the progress of the country and the gradval
adoption of principles which those who are
inclined to dread them will see have not as-
sociated with them the evils which they
anticipated. Now, let me say that in this
respect I, to some extent. hold to the view
expressed many years ago by Mr. Lowell,
that the movement of a party is something
like that of a great river. There are many
great bends and sweeps in the course in
which it moves forward until it reaches a
broader level, and so it is with those who
have the charge of public affairs. We are
moving onwards towards the point at which
we aimed. We will certainly, if the country
sustains us, and I believe it will, ultimately
reach that destination, but we purpose doing
it without revolution. 'We purpose doing it
without undertaking to rnn over mountains
‘and  carry the country down precipi-es.
We deviate from a straight line =0
far as that is necessarv to guide

place the two great parties of the country public opinion, to avoid public excitement
-upon a footing of equality for the elections and to secure by quiet means, by ieans
and to restore the principle of county!which in the end it becomes obvious to
boundaries with that end in view. reverybody will lead us to the point which

My hon. friend referred to the question:we intend to reach. It is not our business
of taxation. He says “you have violated  to provoke agitation. It is not our business
all your principles ; you have disregarded all |to lead any portion of the people to suppose
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we were making war upon vested interests.
It is our business to govern the country as
we find it. There are many things perhaps
that if we had come into power earlier would
have been different —would have been, from
my point of view at least, better ; but we had
to deal with the position of things as they
existed when the change in the political sen-
timent of the country took place, and when
the public confidence placed us where we are,
and we propose to pursue the course which
we had marked out for ourselves, consistent
with the principles of good order and of
quiet, and to carry with us the confidence,
so far as we can, of every class of the popu-
lation. It is said by a distinguished writer,
that the foolish and the dead never change.
We are neither foolish nor dead, and we in-
tend to bring about those changes which we
believe will be to the advantage of the
country, and which will contribute to its
material growth and to its prosperity.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-—-When [ say I
have listened with a great deal of pleasure
to the speech of the hon. mover of the
Address, I feel contident that I express the
opinion of every hon. gentleman in this
House. By saying that I do not at all
intend to convey the impression that I
agree with everything the hon. geutleman
said, but from his own point of view, and in
the performance of a very delicate and im-
portant duty in this House, I nust say that
he performed his work very well indeed, and
I would almost go so far as to compliment
the hon. gentlemen on the government side
of the House in calling our friend to this
House, because I am sati~fied from the
address he has made that he will be a very
valuable member of the Senate. I would
almost go a little further on that point and
say that in the matter of filling seats in this
House the present Premier of Canada and
his colleagues have shown a very great
regard indeed for the honour of the Senate
and the interests of the country, for we have
added to our members gentlemen of ability

and standing and influence in the country. |

I will go a little further to say that in the
appointment of a gentieman to fill the seat
made vacant by my lamented colleague in
this House, Senator Arsenault, no better
appointment could have been made from the
ranks of the Liberal partyin Prince Edward
Island than the hon. gentleman who has
been called to that place. It would be diffi-

cult to find any one better fitted to adorn a
seat in this House than the gentleman who
has been appointed by the government to
he Senate either in the ranks of one party
or the other. But that leads to a reflection
not altogether so creditable to gentlemen
opposite. It is rather humiliating to them
and to the whole of us that they could not
be in a position to call so estimable a gen-
tleman, to the Senate of Canada without
stultifying themseives before the people of
the country, because as a political party
they have put themselves on record as
declaring it immoral to hold out pro-
minent  positions of this kind before
members of the House of Commons. It is
no fault of the hon. gentleman who has
been called to this House. He is blameless
in the matter. Hon. gentlemen on this side
of the House believe that no wrong is done
in calling a member of the House of Com-
mons, who has ripe experience to this House ;
but hon. gentlemen opposite laid down a dif-
ferent doctrine. My hon. friend (Mr. Mills)
shakes his head. That is the way with our
friends. One of these gentlemen propounds
a doctrine and they are understood to say
Yea, yea and amens to it; but afterwards,
when it does not suit their purpose, we
find one after another shirk the respon-
sibility attaching to their doctrine. The pre-
sent Postmaster General went so far in the
House of Commons in 1896 as to introduce
a bill providing that no member of the House
of Commons could accept a permanent posi-
tion, with emoluments attached, from the
Crown, until after he had ceased to be a mem-
ber of the House of Commons for one year,
and he made a speech in support of it,in which
he repeated theviews that had been expressed
on the platform and in the country and which
were announced scores of times in my own
province by representative Liberals as an
accepted doctrine of the party. We hold to
no such view as that. I do not agree with
the principle laid down by the Postmaster
General and supported in a very remarkable
speech by him in the Commons and endorsed
very fully by a gentleman who spoke on that
occasion, and who held up his hands in
horror at the evil that he saw rampant in
the land in dangling positions before mem-
bers of Parliament---I speak of a gentleman
who was then a member of the House of

‘Commons but who has since been appointed

to a judgeship in the province of Ontario.
The first paragraph of the address refers
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to the prosperity at present enjoyed by the
Dominion of Canada. Hon. gentlemen who
havealreadyspoken havereferred to this pros-
perity, and admitted that at the present timne
we enjoy it in a very large measure. . While
agreeing with that view, I will go so far as
to say that, compared with the prosperity
prevailing all over the world, Canada stood

as well in the bad years of 1892 and 1893,

as it has stood in the good years of 1897 and
1898, that is, compared with the rest of the
world, What was the condition of affairs
in 1892, 1893 and 18947 We went
through a tremendous crisis which swept
down almost all the banking institutions
of the United States.
suffered extreme distress. The same dis-
tress, although not so poignant, was felt in
Great Britain and in fact all over the com-
mercial world. Although we were not
wholly exempt from that wave of depression,
while we felt it to some extent, yet I con-
tend we came out of that ordeal at that
time and stood well compared with the rest
of the world. My hon. friend the leader
of the House says that we have to take
immigration as an evidence of existing pros-
perity. I am not going to deny that the
influx, in very considerable nuwmbers, of
settlers is an evidence of prosperity. The
prosperity that we enjoy way be one of
the reasons that induces them to come,
and it is certainly very gratifying to
know that we are receiving a considerable
number of settlers from abroad. But
I have looked a little into the public docu-
ments and find no evidence before me to
warrant the belief that we are receiving
at this time, or that we have been receiving
within the last year for which we have any
particulars, a very much larger number of
settlers than we received even in the years
which we all admit to have been bad-—1892,
1893, 1894, and so on. My hon. friend be-
side me, the hon. leader of the opposition,
remarked that he was not able to turn upin
the Trade and Navigation Returns, any item
of settlers’ effects going out of the country
during the last year. I have been a little
more successful in that respect. It is
not found under the heading of “ settlers’
effects,” but ‘ household effects.” When
they come into the country, they are called
“ settlers’ effects ;” when they go out of the
country, they are adroitly called * household
etlects,” but they mean precisely the same
thing. Settlers’ effects in the customs re-

The United States'

:t-urn, either going in or coming out, is

jalmost the only statistics we have to show

; what the movement of population has been.

‘1 find the settlers’ effects coming into Cana-
da from the United Sta.es for the year

1 1898 were of the value of $2,334,457, a very

' respectable showing, indeed, and that in

 the same year the household effects going to
the United States amounted to $886,622,
Going back to 1894, T found that in that
year the settlers’ effects coming into Canada
from the United States were $2,665,893,
or nearly $300,000 more than is shown
by the Trade and Navigation returns
tof 1898, about which we hear so much,
and I find that, comparing the house-
hold effects going to the United States in
these two years, there is practically little
difference. In 1894 they were $940,000
and in 1898 they were $886,000. Therefore,
as far as the customs returns furnish us in-
formation—and I do not know of any other
source of information that we possess—we
have nothing to show that the flow of pop-
ulation into and out of the country has been
materially different in 1898 from what it
was in the year 1894. 1 have taken these
two years for comparison, because we know
that in 1894 there was a depression all over
the world, and in 1898 the boom of pros-
perity had set in, not only in Canada but
in other countries as well. Now, with
regard to the flow of population and the
prosperity enjoyed in the country, I am not
one of those who have ever believed that it
is a very bad thing that some of our people
people should go out and share in the enter-
prises of the great world beyond. I am not
at all satisfied that this is a bad thing. We
rather pride ourselves on the distinguished
Canadiaps abroad. We like to give a presi-
dent to the first National Bank of Chicago,
and a principal to Cornell University. We
are proud of the young men we send out
and that out of those who go abroad a
goodly number find responsible positions in
ithe countries of their adoption. I there-
.fore think that the statement in the first
paragraph of this address, which says
that there has been almost a total ces-
tsation of the exodus of our population,
has been made without any substantial
foundation upon which to rest. I happen
to know that from the province in which
I live a good many of our people have gone,
and they are still going. Crossing on the
ice boat the other day two young men were
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even at that season of the year, taking that'
hazardous trip to go to the United States and -

seek employment. Some of wy hon. friends
who took the steamer to Georgetown told
me that some half dozen young pecple were
on that steamer also going to the United
States.  There, however, is just this differ-
ence between the state of things in past
years and at the present moment. When the
Liberal party were out of power they deciied
this country. My hon friend sitting oppo-
site me, as well as his friends all over the
country, during ail those years denounced
this country. They exaggerated the exodus
of our population. They cried blue ruin
from one end of the country to the other,
and it would not be at all surprising if dur-
ing those years a greater exodus of the

population had taken place, when the lead-.

ers of the Liberal party were telling the |

people that there was no hope for them 1flwas against them.

with these great international questions.
We know what has happened within the
last two years, more particularly within
the last year, in the way of drawing
the two great members of the Anglo-
Saxon family together ; of removing hostile
or unfriendly feelings that existed between
them. 'We know that a great deal has been
accomplished in that direction, and it was
very fortunate for the hon. gentlemen com-
pusing the government that these events
occurred, removing some of the great diffi-
culties which stood in the way of the settle-
ment of the international difficulties in years
gone by, and T will go so far as to say that,

‘as far as circumstances beyond the control

of gentlemen in the government were con-
cerned, everything was in their favour; but
as far as they had anything to do with shap-
ing the circumstances themselves, everything
We remember the very

they remained in Canada, that they were: first step that was taken by the Premier in
being burdened with bad laws and taxation | regard to this matter, to say nothing of the

and tha.t, their only hope was to get out of |
the country. That was the cry of the hon.
gentlemen on the other side of the House. |
Cu‘cumstance% are changed now and we hear
nothing of blue ruin to- day

course pursued when they were in opposition.
We know of their trips to Washington and
of their Boston speeches, and their propa-
ganda in Canada in favour of unrestricted

wectproclt;y, and commercial union and we

‘know of the celebrated interview which

Hon. Mr. MILLS—You are trying to the Premier of Canada gave to a
preach it now. Chicago  paper shortly after he as-
‘sumed the government of Canada, all of

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—No, I am glad of | which was to convey the impression

the change. It has brought to an end this | on the minds of our neighbours that when
practice of one of the great political parties: | ' these gentlemen came into power, and they
of decrying and belittling their own country. | ' came to treat, the United states would have
But it does seem a sorry reflection to hme!almo% everythmo' their own way. The
to make with reference to the great leaders | Premier of the country used almost those
of one of our big political partles in Canada | | very words to the Chicagoreporter : that the
that in order to make them loyal and true to | late government had Deen hostile to the
their country it has been necessary to 01\*e United States, that the present government

them office. It is not a very pleasant reflec. |
tion.

| had been friendly to them, creating an im-

The price may have been high, but alplessmn in the United States which they

very desirable object has been attamed when | were not slow to receive, that the time was

these gentlemen have been called off in this |

policy of denunciation and condemnation of
their own country. References have been
made to another very important paragraphin
the Speech which refers to the negotiations
that have been carried on for a lono time,
over six months, I think, between Great Bri.
tain and the United States, with a view to
settle the questions pending between the two
countries. In regard to that I would say
that the present government have been
extremely fortunate in the opportunity
that circumstances gave them in dealing

come for obtaining mostimporcant, conces-
sions from Canada in the settlement of the
questions pending between the two countries.
Then after a visit to Washington on the
part of two gentlemen connected with
the government, we have the jubilee pro-
ceedings in England, and the so-called pre-
ferential tariff. Experience has proved
that the preferential tariff has given no
preference to Great Britain, that it has
proved really advantageous to the United
States, the best ev1dence of which is to
be found in the enormous extension of
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the imports of this country from the United } world. Notwithstandingalltheinfluence that
States since the adoption of that tariff as|he was able to bring to bear, they were
compared with the imports from Great Bri-;not able to settle the questions pending
tain. The fact remains however that while | before them. A sad commentary onall the
that tariff has not benefited British trade, but | boasts that were put forward about
has worked advantageously to the United | what the sunny days would accomplish
States trade, yet it was av the time appar-| when dealing with the United States, is
ently an unfriendly act towards the United | the remark of Lord Herschell when lying
States, which could not help rendering diffi-| on what proved to be his death-bed, I have
cult the task of the representatives of this|spent six months and all I have got for it is
country when they undertook to frame a|a broken leg.” There is another paragraph
treaty. I go back andsay that as faras these | of the speech to which my hon. friend has
gentlemen at all attempted to shape events|devoted a good deal of attention. That is
leading up to negotiations with the United | the plebiscite upon the question of prohibi-
States, they put nothing bus ditficulties in|tion. My hon. friend, feeling the extreme
their own way, and all the advantages that | difficulty of his present position, actually
came to their help in the matter of theseltried to get others into it. It is a com-
negotiations came from sources and influ-|fort in misfortune if you can draw some
ences to which they contributed absolutely |others into the same position as yourself,
nothing. I remember all that we were prom- |and he actually tried to draw the hon. leader
ised about what the “sunny ways” were|of the opposition into it, because he had
going to do. Who in this House has not|not divided the House in regard to the Ple-
heard the fable of the sun compelling the | biscite Bill, hen. gentlemen know very well
traveller to take off his coat, while the north | that the government have to take that res-
wind had the opposite effect. The sunny |ponsibility entirely to themselves, and that
ways were to be applied to Uncle Sam, and | they cannot shift it upon the shoulders of
great things were going to be produced in|the temperance peopl:of Canada, because the
that way. I am afraid that Uncle Sam has | temperance people, as my hon. friend very
proved somewhat of an iceberg, as the sunny | well knows, did not ask for a plebiscite :
ways have not been as effectual as it was| asked for prohibition. They asked for they
believed they would be. We cannot con- l bread and the governmmentgave them a stone.
gratulate the government on the result of They pleaded that a plebiscite was not neces-
the long and protracted deliberations, and 'sary, but the members of the present govern-
I musc say that I believe there was aiment when in opposition, in the Ottawa
general feeling of satisfaction, a feeling of ' Conference of 1893, decided that they would
relief in Canada among their own friends, take a p]ebis'cite on the question, and they
amongst the people generally when the|created an impression on the country that
commissioners came home, because the they would act in good faith with all
tenacity with which they persisted in en- parties and that the decision of the majority
deavouring to make a treaty, the length of |would rule. I am confident I speak the
time which was applied to it, indicated ! sentiments of the majority of the people
clearly that in their intense desire to do wzhen I'say that that impression was created,
something there was a great element of |righteously, created that the majority would
danger that the best interests of Canada |prevail when the vote was taken. I believe
would be sacriticed. T feel that the people of 'my hon. friend the leader of the House is
Canada to-day are much better pleased that ' almost the father of the plebiscite idea, be-
they came home without a treaty, than with | cause he moved a resolution in 1889 in the
the kind of treaty that the public believed | House of Commons on the subject and sup-
they would have if they had succeeded in ' ported that resolution in a speech, and I will
coming to a definite conclusion with the!read some extracts from that speech which
United States. This does not say much for show that my hon. friend clearly meant
the power of sunny ways, or the boasted|at that time that the view of the majority
influence of this Administration aided as they ‘ should prevail. The hon. gentleman said :

were by all the power and influence of thei I quite admit that on the great majority of pub-
British Government represented by a states- 'lic questions it is desirable that Parliament itself
man of the greatest ability and of world-wide | should assume the responsibility of legislation ; but

. PO in th i Parliaent has already pronounced its opinion that
reputation, one of the ablest jurists in the | prohibition legislation ‘is desirable, but it has said
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that in its opinion public opinion is not prepared for
it. That may be the opinion of some honourable
members of this House; but it is possible to settle
that question, and to ascertain what public opinion is
beyond all controversy by taking a vote of all those
qualified to vote at an ordinary election.

The hon. gentleman said it was possible to
take a vote of the people on the question
which would settle beyond controversy what
public opinion was. Now that vote has
been taken. Take my hon. friend’s view of
the result of that vote and the importance
to be attached to it, and I ask, is that a
settlement beyond countroversy? Does he
not controvert the result himself 7 He con-
troverts the result by his speech on the
question in this House.

Hon Mr. MILLS—It is beyond contro-
versy now. When my hon. friend says it is
settled beyond controversy, I say yes, because
over 690,000 people refused to vote.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON —DMy hon. friend
is inaccurate in his figures, for he counts all
the names on lists made three or four years
before, many of whom are dead.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Does my hon. friend
think there are no living people yet on the
list ¢

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—Yes, but there

are not 690,000 living people. He counts
the dead and the absent on old
voters’ lists in order to make it ap-

pear that the majority of the people
declined to vote on this question. My hon.
friend was not so sensitive about the con-
stitutional soundness of the position that
a majority of votes cast should rule
when it affected his own right to
sit in the government of Canada.
A very large number of people refused
to vote on that occasion, and a very large
number of people voted against my hon.
friend and his party, and only about twenty-
eight per cent of the whole electoral list
voted in favour of my hon. friend and his
colleagues, and yet my hon. friend is so well
satisfied with the result that he believes they
have the right to govern the Dominion. I
have not finished reading the extract. He
continues :

Ifit is found realfg to sustain prohibition legislation,
:ietslslhallbe prepared to legislate in accordance there-

He pointed out that what was meant by
a plebiscite was something which would

settle the matter beyond controversy, it was
to be settled with mathematical accuracy.
My bon. friend could have meant nothing
else and the conclusion he now draws
does not point to a settlement of the con-
troversy. There is a good deal of contra-
versy in the statement made by my hon.
friend to-day that a minority should rule
Canada—that 21 per cent of the voters
on the lists should rule Canada, and when my
hon. friend pointed to a plebiscite as being
a means to settle the question and find
the condition of public opinion without con-
troversy, he never meant that the minor-
ity should rule. In 1837 the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries was addressed by the
temperance people of Charlottetown before
his candidature and asked to state his views
on prohibition, and he answered by a letter
which was published, a part of which I shall
now read to the House. It is as follows :—

In reply I beg to say that some weeks agoat a pub-
lic meeting in the market hall I expressed myse{f as
ready and willing to vote for prohibition whenever I
was satisfied a majority of the electors desired it,
and I went further to say that in my opinion the pro-
Ber and best course to test the public opinion of the

ominion would be by a plebiscite on prohibition.

The hon. gentleman was distinct in saying
that the majority of the people should rule
in that matter, and he was prepared to carry
out what the majority of the people would
indicate if a vote was taken by way of a
plebiscite, but Sir Louis Davies, like the
hon. leader of this House, is now in the
government and he finds thereis a great
deal of ground for controversy. I
dare he will find a great many various
meanings  attached to  the word
“majority.” I have no doubt whatever—
in fact I know that the Hon. Sir Louis
Davies’s letter, was understood andaccepted
by the temperance people as unequivocally
promising that he would vote for submitting
the question to a plebiscite, and would be
guided by the views of the majority as ex-
pressed when the vote was taken.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—T should like to ask
the hon. gentleman, supposing as a result of
the plebiscite there had been only four or
five thousand votes in favour of prohibition
and three or four thousand against it, does
my hon. friend say that the vote of the
majority should lead to legislation ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—My hon. friend
is putting a very extreme case but the
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absurdity is no greater applied to one side 'search in vain for an instance in which the

than to the other.

Hon, Mr. MILLS—The hon. gentleman
has not answered my question.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON —I have answered |

that it would be absurd with so small a vote
as that, but my contention is that the vote
was not small—that the vote was 23
per cent of the actual strength on the voters’
list compared with 28 vper cent
which the hon. gentlemen received when
they appealed to the country for support at
a poiitical election, and hon. gentlemen
know very well that in a political election,
where personality comes in and powerful
political organizations are at work, it is
very easy to bring out the vote compared
with a vote nn a bare abstract principle. We
know very well that the whole influence of
the government—at least in one province—
there were provinces where it was not safe
to exert it—was thrown in order to secure
a large vote against prohibition in the
interests of the government, and I have not
the slightest doubt that the affirmative
vote, large as it is, 278,000, of men
who went out purely to vote for a
principle without supporting any poli-
tical platform or personality of candidates
—and in many cases without the spur of
opposition—would have been larger had
Govertment influence not been exerted. Hon.
gentlemen know how powerful the spur
of opposition is, and I have no
doubt in Prince Edward Island if
the opponents of the measure had only
gone to the meetings and opposed the tem-
perance people, the affirmative vote would
have been doubled. It was the
apathy and indifference which is sure
to arise out of the fact of their
being no opposition, that made the vote as
small as it was, although it wasa respectable
vote in Prince Edward Island. The
opponents of prohibition were wise in their
generation in not holding meetings and
showing their hand in Prince Edward Island,
for if they had the result would have been
doubly as favourable to prohibition as it
proved to be. I have no hesitation in saying
that the government have performed a part
in regard to this matter of prohibition that
is very far from creditable to them as a
government and to Canada as a portion of
the Ewmpire. I think hon. gentlemen will

people of any country bave been trifled with
to the extent that the temperance people of
Canada, among the very best people of the
country, have been trifiled with in regard to
this question of prohibition. An election
was called, the advocates of prohibition did
not ask, as I said before, for a vote on this
question. The government, for their own
purposes took this course to dodge the
question, but they endeavoured to create an
impressionthathavingsubmitted the question
in this form they were more favourable to
the principle of prohibition than there
opponents were, and in that way they
received a very large vote that they would
not otherwise have received in the elections.
When the object was gained, of getting the
votes of the Conservatives who believed
in prohibition, we began to see a shying
back on the question of prohibition, and
9t times it began to look as if we would
not have the plebiscite itself. A year ago
it looked as if the hon. gentlemen opposite
would be glad to see the question shelved. T
could see at the time a desire that some
catastrophe would occur in order that they
might shirk the taking of the plebiscite,
a hope that something might turn up to get
them out of the difticulty in which they were
placed. They put the question before the
people and members of the administration
went from town to town in the province of
Quebec and made speeches in which they con-
demned the whole question of submitting it
it to a plebiscite. Mr. Geoffrion said the gov-
ernment had, in a moment of weakness, pro-
mised a plebiscite, but they would not give
prohibition. Mr. Geoffrion made the state-
ment (I have never heard it questioned) that
the government had actually made up their
minds st that time that no matter what the
vote was there would be no prohibition.
Their object was to keep the vote as low as
possible in order that they might escape
from the promise they had made. We have
the spectacle of the people of this country
being put to a vast amount of trouble, a
very considerable amount of public and pri-
vate expense incurred, people called away
from their employment at a busy time of the
year and all this was done while it had been
already practically determined that that vote
should be treated with the utmost contempt

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—There is no justifica-
tion for that statement.
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—How can we |itfor the whole empire, though theydo not say
otherwise interpret the speech of Mr. soin the speech from the Throne. T am glad
Geoffrion at Beauhornois? He said there,  ofeverything that tends tobring the different
before a ballot had been cast, that the tem-: members of the empire closer together, but
perance people would get their plebiscite when anything is done in that direction it
but they would not get prohibition. If|should be done wisely and carefully, and in
the matter had not been settled, why such manner as will cost the people of this
should Mr. Geoffrion make that statement?|country as little as possible in the matter of
There was a time when hon. gentlemen :self respect as well as in dollars and cents.
opposite were professed economlsts, but that: I have no hesitation in saying that in self-
was some considerable time ago, and we do , respect Canada has lost a aood deal in this
not hear anything about it now, but the ! postal matter. Theproclamauon“I William
exprnditure of a quarter of a million dollars| Mulock ” had to be withdrawn in a day or
on the plebiscite vote for a purpose that|two, and the expedients he had to resort
had no utility, in their own estimation to cover up that bungle, all came under the
before the vote was taken, and which they '

eye and observation of the statesmen of the
have treated with the greatest contempt empire and of the other colonies, and it is
since—— inot at all creditable to Canada that such a
I bungle as that should have been inade.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I think there was a|Then the stamp itself, I do not think is of
commission on one occasion that cost some-|such a character that we should go into
thing. ,exultation over it. A good story is told,
and it is an actual occurrence, that in the

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON —That is always l office in Charlottetown a man came up and
the way with my hon. friend. When my|inquired for a postage stamp which he
hon. friend finds that he has done something | wanted to put on an English letter, and he
very foolish and very wrong, and which he was handed the new stamp He looked at
cannot possibly defend, he quutes somebody | it for a moment and said I did not ask for
who has done something bad at some other | a lobster label ; T want a postage stamp.” He
time, just as if the mistake of another gov-|actually mistook the red spots indicating the
ernment is going to condone the offence of | parts of the Empire for the claws of a lobster.
his own (rmernment, on the present occa-| Whatever position we occupy now with re-
sion. T never was one of those who thought ! gard to penny postage and domestic postage
it was a useful course to appoint a com-|rates throughout the Dominion of Canada,
mission, but there was this much to be said : the government have not got it for us by
in its favour : it was an effort to get informa- | any statesmanship of their own, they drift-
tion, and certainly if you look at the vol- led into it. It was not apparent at all at
uminous character of the report, there ought | the first suggestion of the question that it
to be information there. It certainlywas the intention of this government to
cost the country a great deal, but if itiadopt the two-cent rate for Canada., In-
was ten times as foolish and Dbad as|deed, their actions disclose their intention
it was, it affords no palliation what-|up to the last moment of following a differ:
ever for the conduct of hon. gentlemen |ent course, and at the last moment they
opposite in resorting to that dodge of the adopted a two cent rate of postage all over
plebiscite which they never believed in, the Dominion of Canada. While it isa
which they evidently never intended to|very nice thing to be able to send letters
carry out to an issue, no matter what the | cheaply, as we are able to do now, we must
vote was, and which they now treat with |remember that the Post Office Department
the utmost contempt. After nearly 300,-|has been a losing department up to this
000 people recorded their votes in favour|time. I believe the Postmaster General
of prohibition, the hon. gentlemen say that | claims that he has made it nearer self-sus-
expression of opinion is not strong enough, | taining now than it was under the former
and they are not going to do anything. A |administration. We will wait until we see
good deal of exultation has been expressed in | all about that. I find it safe in dealing with
government circles over the Tmperial penny | these gentlemen not to take things on trust,
postage policy. They have not been at all | as in the case of the settlers’ effects, and the
slow in claiining that they have accomplished | reference to the exodus. It is well to await
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results before we come to conclusions about
the. great reforms the Postmaster General
claims he has affected. We know the adopt-
lon of the two-cent rate for Canada will
°ﬂ'e‘{b a very serious diminution in the
receipts of the Post Office Department, and
"‘Jha.t, will have to be made up by a tax in
In some other direction. We have now a
tax on newspapers. The poor man has to
Pay on his newspaper for what the merchant
Saves in his correspondence. A merchant
may save $50 or $109 a year in the reduced
Tate of postage and that will be divided
over the farmers in the enhanced cost of
Newspapers and other things taxed to make
UP this deficit. I am not at all satisfied
at it is a wise movement or that any great
reform has been effected in the management
of the Post Office Department. The advisers
of His Exc-ellency the Governor General have
Put into his mouth the following words :

1%1:11?,}1 inforn'xa.tion has been obtained since you
depositit frelaltlve to the extent and value of the
of gold and valuable minerals in the Yukon

and other parts of Canada.
T must say I was very much pleased, indeed,
When T saw this paragraph. I wasdelighted
% know that hon. gentlemen opposite had
80t much information on the Yukon
country, for my recollection of these gentle-
men and their position before parliament a
year ago, made me believe they needed
nformation with regard to that country.
here was almost worso than Egyptian
darkness in the government circles when
they introduced the Teslin Lake Railway
ill.  We remember the speech made by a
thtinguished member of the cabinet on its
Introduction in the House of Commons, and
e remember during the discussions on that
bill the gentlemen in the government,
although they claimed to know things they
could not tell us, yet as far as they were
able to communicate their information, they
Dew absolutely nothing, and it turned out
¥e had to take their statements exactly as
1€y gave them to us, that even the informa-
t‘ol} that had been given to them through
eir own officials, and which had reached
them months before, they had not made the
8Cquaintance of until after they had under-
taken to deal with the question in parlia-
Mment. Mr. Ogilvie's report they scarcely
New anything about until it was brought to
their attention in this House. Iam delighted
t‘oﬁpd that hon. gentlemen opposite have
l‘ecexged’ as they say themselves, much infor-

matiou regarding the Yukon country,
and I hope the result of this enlightenment
will be to give us better legislation with
regard to that country than were offered to
this House during the last session of
parliament. I was reminded when 1
read this statement about the flood of
information that had come in upon them,
of a story I read in one of Smollet’s novels.
His Majesty, the King of England, had been
greatly disturbed by disquieting rumours
which had come to him from America. The
French were said to be in full march
from Cape Breton to Grand Pré, a most
alarming state of things indeed, and the
King's mind was greatly disturbed. He
communicated the information to his Prime
Minister, the Earl of Bute, who went
forthwith to find what light he could gain
about this alarminginformation. He met a
gentleman very soon after, and to him he
mentioned the disquieting information that
the King had received. His friend at once
replied : “Tut, tut ! there is nothing in that.
Cape Breton is an island, and the French
could not march from there at this time of the
year.” ‘“Is Cape Breton an island ?” said the
Premier. “I must go and teli His Majesty
at once. He wili be delighted to hearit.” I
hope part of the information that these hon.
gentlemen have received is that Wrangel is on
an island and is part of the United States.
They seemed to be last year under the impres-
sion that the mouth of the Stikine River was
British territory and that Wrangel was under
the control of this country. Ihope and trust
that a part of this great light that has come
upon the government in regard to uhe
Yukon country will deal with the geography
of the country, so that hon. gentlemen oppo-
site will be a little better informed on the
subject than they were last year. ‘

My hon. friend the leader of the House
has dealt very extensively with the question
of the redistribution of seats, a bill in rela-
tion to which has been promised to usin the
speech. My hon. friend, like the mover of the
Address, seemed to be very nervous and
uneasy less anyhody should think that any-
thing like a gerrymander was contemplated
by the government. Call it by some other
nane, he says; we do not want you to dub
our bill a gerrymanner at the outset. It
reminded me of the old phrase about ortho-
doxy and heterodoxy ; orthodoxy is my
doxy and heterodoxy is another man’s
doxy.” If the bill were presented by a Tory
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government it would be a gerrymander;
but the same measure, or one of the same
character, if submitted to parliament by the
Liberal administration, is a great effort of
states, anship and must not be called a
gerrymander ; it is a redistribution of seats.
That is, I think, about the extent of the un-
easiness of the hon. gentlemen. My hon.
friend the leader of the House only indicated
one point of the proposed bill, and that was
that county boundaries should not be inter-
fered with. He went on and drew upon
views ex ressed by Sir John Macdonald in
1872, that it was not desirable to break up
existing relationships in any geographical
tract of a country known hitherto, it may
be, as a county: that the people become
associated in municipal, agricultural and
educational affairs, and a great many
other things and that the breaking up
of these relations was undesirable, and the
hon. gentleman amplified how it was
undesirable, and I agree with agood deal
of what he said. There is no question
there is a great deal of force and truth
in that, but myhon. friend went on to say
that the present bill was intended to be
a repeal of the gerrymander. I suppose he
meant the redistribution of 1882 in the pro-
vince of Ontario. He seemed to forget that
he was urging an argument, and a very
strong argument, against the bill.  If
the bill were passed on the line that is now
indicated, that would throw back the con-
stituencies of Ontario to the boundaries
which existed in 1881, before the passage of
the Act in 1882. If he were to do that it
would be twenty years from the time of that
change until the new change would be
brought about, and all these conditions that
the hon. gentleman has described have grown
up within those boundaries since that time
almost as strongly as they had in the
old county boundaries before the redistribu-
tion of 1882, and there will be just
as much disturbance in breaking up the
boundaries that were established at that
time. Twenty years is a great deal in the
life of a county or constituency. Changes
have taken place, other institutions have
been moulded, to conform with the division
that was madein 1882, and any Act you pass
that will deal in a very severe manner with
existing bound aries will have all the evils
attached to it that attached to the original
Act, whether it was good or bad.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—They are only attached
for electoral purposes.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—My hon. friend
is ignoring altogether the argument of the
hon. gentleman beside him.

Hou. Mr. SCOTT—Not at all.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON—He said that
within political boundary would grow affilia-
tions of another character, municipal and
educational and so on. Men would come
together and work together, and the break-
ing up of these associations and the change
of these boundaries would disturb the affili-
ations, There will be a severe disturbance
if the hon. gentlemen make radical changes
now. I am not going to defend the
Redistribution Act of 1882. I know
nothing about it. I have heard it con-
demned by Liberals and in the Liberal press,
and have heard equally strong condemna-
ions of the gerrymander by the governnentt
of Sir Oliver Mowat in Ontario. I have
been told that as far as the redistribution in
Ontario for provincial purposes is concerned,
they did not even hestitate to cut townships
in two to carry out their objects, and there
never was known to be a township cut in
two by Sir John Macdonald. Iam not dis
cussing the question whether one party was
worse than another : very likely there have
been wrongs done on both sides, but I have
no hestitation in saying that the argument
addressed by my hon. friend to this house
that the disturbing of boundaries which had
existed for a long time and in connection with
which affiliations of different characters have
been formed, is attended with very great
evils, and that the very argument he has
used as against the originai disturbance will
apply with equal force against a new dis-
<urbance at the present moment, and I will
go further and say that the principle laid
down by the hon. gentlernan that county
boundarics must be adhered to is not a sound
principle. I know our own position in the
province of Prince Edward Island. We
under the last census lost one of ourmembers,
and had only five members to return. Pre-
viously we returned two members for each of
our three counties, but under the census of
1891 we lost one member. Our metropolitan
county is just entitled to two members out
of the five, and in the outlying counties there
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Wvas a difference in population: one had
27,000 and the other 34,000, speaking
roughly. That was the position of the out-
ying counties. Three members had to be
returned in these two counties, and it was
impossible that it could be done by following
¢ounty boundaries without a manifest un-
fairness as far as the distribution was con-
cerm?d. In the distribution of 1892, our
Province was divided into five ridings, begin-
ing at one end and cutting it into five almost
€qual ridings. There is not a difference
of 2,000 in the population of the ridings,
évery one of these ridings was a close battle
ground between the parties at the general
election of 1896, there was no large majority
to spare in any of them ; 300 odd was the
8rgest majority in any of these large con-
Stituencies, having a voting strength of over
5,000 each, and that showed most conclusively
that the redistribution was made on the
fairest possible lines, because every one of
the five constituencies became a hard and hot
battle ground between both political parties.
my hon. friend has given us a correct in-
terpretation of his bill—and we are bound
to accept his statement—county boundaries
18 to be the prevailing coasideration, and you
Will have to break up the present fair distri-
ution in Prince Edward Island,and give one
of those outlying counties one member while
the other will have two, in place of dividing
on the fair lines contemplated by the
British North America Act. It is quite
t‘"‘{e, as my hon. friend has said, that the
B}'ltish North America Act does not pro-
Vide as an enactment that the principle of
Tepresentation by population shall prevail
a8 between the different constituencies
Within a province. My hon. friend was
‘Quite right when he said that. It provides
that the principle of representation by popu-
lation should prevail as between the differ-
ent provinces. The conference that brought
{lbout confederation was interested in work-
g the problem as between the different
Provinces, leaving to the Parliament of
anada and the representatives in parlia-
Ment of the different provinces to provide
Or an even and fair distribution of parlia-
mentary seats within each province. Bat
although it may not be stipulated in the
vitish North America Act, the very fact
t}}ﬂt representation by population was pro-
vided as between the provinces, even al-
thoﬂgh it was not made to extend by any
en&ctnient whatever to the constituencies
3

that were in the country, clearly indicated
that it ought to govern and was expected to
govern with regard to the different con-
stituencies in the country, and I have no
hesitation in saying, from what I know
of some of the other provinces, the neigh-
bouring province of New Brunswick for
instance, that it is impossible that they
can maintain county boundaries and re-
cognize that principle. I know they have
been maintained up to the present time, but
1 know very well it is not right, and some
time or another justice will have to be done.
Take the county of Albert with a popula-
tion of 7,000, a little agricultural county
without population of any consequence ;
then the adjoining county of Westworland,
containing several towns and a population of
40,000. The county of Albert has & mem-
ber in the House of Commons as well as
Westmorland, and under the proposed system
that would be absolutely perpetuated,
because there are counties enough in New
Brunswick to absorb the representation,
without giving any one county except St.
Jobn two members: and therefore the little
county of Albert would have to continue
under this principle with one member, and
the great county of Westmorland will in-
crease much faster with its railway facilities
than the other county, and even now it has
six times the population of Albert, yet it
can have only one member as against one
member in the smaller county. Under this
principle which has been announced by the
leader of the House, you will still have to
acknowledge county boundaries, and the
most insignificant county may have as full
representation as the largest county. The
principle announced is not a sound one, and
it is not one that will stand 20th century
discus-ion at all, and I am sure before the
bill is passed that hon. gentlemen will think
that it is not a very good principle to ask
parliament to agree to.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—TI cannot allow
the debate on the Address to close without
expressing my views upon the various ques-
tions that are brought down. I must first
unite with others in extending a welcome to
the Ear] of Minto, who has been appointed
as successor to Lord Aberdeen in the dis-
tinguished office of Governor General of
Canada, a position that is becoming more
and more important every year, calling for
the appointment of such men as Lord Minto
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to act as the constitutional link between Her
Majesty the Queen and the government of
Canada. May
wrought so skilfully and that has done so
much good service in preserving the consti-
tutional liberty of the people of Canada never
be broken. Hon. gentlemen I come from
a distant part of the country, where the
population is not so consolidated as it is
down in the East, where we have not the
same means of communication and have not
the same opportunity of expressing our
views upon the great public questions which
affect us materially, and therefore it has
been my habit since I have had a seat in
this chamber, always to speak on the
Address, where you have great liberty and
license in discussion so far as the subject
will permit. I may say this House has
suffered during the last year from deaths
rather more than usual, and we have had to
welcome several new senators to take seats
in this House. I am very glad, indeed, that
the government did not put into practice
the views that some members of the Liberal
party have expressed, with reference to the
total abolition of the Senate, and letting it
die out gradually by refusing to make any
further appointments. This augurs very
well as to what the idea of the government
may be as to this House. I desire expressly
to welcome to this chamber a life long friend
and neighbour of mine in the town from
which I come, Cobourg. I refer to the Hon.
Senator Kerr, who has been honoured by
the government with a seat in this House.
He has been a good neighbour, a kind friend,
an upright, honest man, and a resident of
Cobourg from his youth to the present day.
To that extent I think the House is greatly
benefited * by having him appointed here
by the government. We are called upon
to discuss the policy of the government
as enunciated in the speech from the
Throne. This is the fourth session which
has been held under this government, and
they have now had that much time to
decide what policy they propose to pursue,
and how far they are going to carry out the
pledges that they made to the country
during eighteen or nineteen years of oppo-
sition. The speech as it has been prepared
is put before us. The stereotyped expression
generally used in criticizing the speech, is
that it is strongest in what it does not con-
tain, or written to conceal thought rather
than express it. The first thing is that we

that chain that has been |

enjoy a very large degree of prosperity. I
am very glad indeed that the government is
able to put that in the Address. But the
question of prosperity is comparative. To
some people and in some localities the
country may seem very prosperous; in
other localities and to other classes the
country may not seem so prosperous. 8o it
all depends on how you feel and how you
are individually prospering. My arguments
bave always been that under protection the
distribution of wealth goes on unevenly,
and the system of collecting wealth for a
few has been the result of a protective
policy, no master what country it may be.
That is a question in which also I have the
warm support of the liberal party. I am
only speaking of what they argued for
before the country during the time they
were in opposition. At a later period I
will discuss as to how far they have put
into operation the views they held and the
promises they made to the people. So far
as the province of Manitoba is concerned,
I think it is always a matter of very great
interest to the people of Canada to know
how far we have prospered. Unfortunately,
I am sorry to say, last year was not as
good a year as the public were led to believe,
or we ourselves anticipated it would be. A
hot wave passed over our province in the
beginning of July, and in some localities
produced very disastrous results. You must
understand that in Manitoba we have diffe-
rent localities. Around the city of Winni-
peg the bottom lands are only 700 feet
above the level of the sea When you go
west, where I reside, 200 miles west - of
Winnipeg we are 1,000 feet higher, and
they are two different classes of soil, and the
higher lands suffered to a considerable
extent in consequence of the drought I
speak of, while the lower lands, which pro-
mised a very large crop, did not suffer from
the drought and had more moisture than we
had, but they suffered from severe rain in
the fall of the year during harvest to such
an extent that a great deal of the wheat,
was dampened and losses were sustained by
the farmers in consequence of damp wheat
which was not exportable, and had to be
sacrified at a low price and in some cases
was really unmarketable. Damp wheat is
not always an evil with us, because it is very
good feed for stock, and farmers can turn it
to profitable account in that way if they
have the stock on hand to do it, but in
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Manitoba the tendency is to cultivate the
land beyond its capacity to farm with
safety and economy, and therefore they
&r® mnot in a condition to meet such a
difficulty when it presents itself. For that
reason I do not coincide exactly with
the remarks made in the Address so far
as the prosperity of Manitoba is concerned ?
Ur merchants are suffering from the very
causes I have spoken of. Our eastern credi-
tors here, I have no doubt, suffer from the
S4me causes—that is those who sell us
machxgery and all that we require for our
Operations during the year. I always think
1018 a great deal better that we should speak
Plainly and not pretend that facts exist
Where they do not exist. That there are evi-
ences of a very large volume of trade is
unquestionable, but that is the result of the
evelopment of the country. It is the
Dorthern half of this North American con-
tinent, and it is only by the construction of
the Canadian Pacific Railway and the rail-
Way construction that has been going on for
Several years past, that the vast undeveloped
Téglons of Canada have been opened up, and
1 was the good luck of the Liberal party to
come into power just as the consummation
of all these efforts was being found a success.
© have added to our commercial  life the
&velopment of the Klondike, which, as hon.
gent'le.men know, has attracted world wide
DQotoriety, and brought thousands of adven-
t’“"e_"s and people to the country. I may
82y it was a boom which resulted from the
'8coveries of precious metals. The hon.
Scretary of State, in his speech on the
ukon Bill last year, said there would be a
Population of 200,000, but it has fallen far
Short of that, There were exaggerations put
forward at that time in order to get the bill
through. There has been a great deal of
d‘e"elopment from that country, but we dis-
'Dguish between permanent and boom
evelopment, We are also thankful indeed
f'O‘see that the mines of the Rocky Moun-
tains, where development has been going on
2r some time by the aid of different United
ates railways to the south, and now has
en further stimulated by the building of
e Crow’s Nest Pass are turning out suc-
cessfully.  Our dairy commissioner’s efforts
ave borne good fruit in many ways, so
that the country has undergone great
development during the past year or two.
:-here have been two or three efforts at
‘omigration, such as the bringing in of the

Doukhobors and Galicians in very large
numbers during the past year. That adds
to the demands of commerce, trade and trans-
portation. The people in the west fear
the emigration to such a large extent of
a foreign element which it will take
generations to assimilate and who are
of a different class. I would hold out
a warning voice in that respect. But all
these things, one after another have con-
tributed to the increase of the gene-
ral prosperity as shown through the blue
books of the government upon which the
government have felt justified in putting
that statement into the speech. But we have
to judge by results. Those who come into the
country are well supplied with means, and
everything else of that kind. After they
have settled down, and have to depend upon
their physical power and the resources that
present themselves to their individual efforts
for their individual support, then comes the
test as to how far the country is prosperous
when those conditions prevail. In the wess
of course we are situated in an inland coun-
try and we have difficulties to overcome that
do not present themselves elsewhere. We
have transportation rates, and we have a
very heavy taxation through the protective
tariff that is put upon the country which
draws the money out too rapidly. Those are
questions I will deal with when I come to
discuss the matter later. Speaking of the
total cessation of the exodus of the popula-
tion which has already been referred to by
my hon. friend the leader of the opposition, it
is only by the census that we can tell exactly
how the emigration has been during the past
ten years. 1t would be a very sorry account
indeed if the next ten years do not show
something better than the past ten years.
The past decade were a disappointment to
the whole country in regard to the increase of
population. I hope when the census of 1901 is
taken that theremark whichis put herein the
Speech from the Throne will be borne out
by the facts. A reference is made to the
negotiations which were set on foot during
the recess with regard to a treaty with the
United States. That has been a matter of
considerable controversy for a great many
years past. The United States have been
opposed, as a general rule, to the negotia-
tion of treaties Very few treaties have
been in past years negotiated. President
McKinley of the United States did formu-
late a series of reciprocity treaties, under a
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former administration, by which he hoped to
capture the markets of foreign countries
with their manufactures and products on a
one-sided scale, but I think the treaties he
then caused to be put on the statute-book
came to nothing. The South American Re-
publics and other nations would not treat
on that basis ; they claimed that there had
to be an equality of treatment in order to
secure permanence of any treaties they made
with other countries with which they
desired to trade. These countries found
that if they negotiated a treaty with the
United States they would be repelling
Great Britain, who had always been a good
customer for their raw materials and had
given them good manufactures in return,
and they were not going to forego their
commerce with Great Britain for any close
treaty with the United States. Itisa difficult
thing to negotiate a treaty with the United
States, where Canada is concerned. Where
Great Britainisconcernedit is notsodifficult.
The people of the United States are 70,000,-
000 and the British islands occupy a power-
ful position in the world both commercial
and fiscal and every other way ; therefore,
a treaty with any other country and a treaty
with Canada are different things. We are
situated beside each other with a boundary
4,000 miles long between us. We speak the
same launguage, produce the same articles,
without any difference, and there is a rivalry
between the people on the two sides of the
boundary, which keeps up a selfish agitation
that no Canadian shall be allowed to work
in the United States or sell in the United
States or compete with the people of the
United States. That has been the policy
which has been enforced. Unfortunately
the democracy of the United States has
arrived at that condition that the leaders of
the people have always legislated with an
eye on their own circumstances. They want
to know how it will affect them. They do
not consider the interests of the country so
much as how to retain their individual posi-
tions. Therefore, it is a matter of difficulty
negotiating a treaty with our neighbours.
They call us thrifty, we call them sharp, we
have, therefore, never got very far. I do
not think myself that there is any use in
trying to get a reciprocity treaty that is of
any particular value, and we can do very
well without one. So far as the settlement
of questions that the government had to
deal with is concerned, it has been a failure.

In fact it appeared to me to be a battle of
protectionists rather than a treaty of friend-
ship that was being moulded. What I am
personally anxious about, in accordance with
the question I put on the paper this after-
noon, is whether or not this treaty is going
totieusup incarrying out anydowmestic policy
that we may have with regard to our own
affairs and with regard to our commercial
relations with Great Britain. I have heard
it stated that the government do not want
to make any move because this treaty is in
view, because it may have an injurious
effect on the people of the United States
and that the treaty will fail. I do not
think that we should put ourselves in
that position. We are perfectly indepen-
dent of the United States. We can get on
very well without a treaty, as we have for a
great number of years, and it is not wise for
us to forego any advantages we possess as
Canadians until the people of the United
States are in a position to be more amenable
to what is fair and just as between two neigh-
bours. For that reason I think it is a pity
that the treaty was not closed up when Lord
Herschell ceased to be the chairman of the
commission by his unfortunate death. This
treaty might be kept on the boards for one
or two years, so long as it does not affect our
national arrangements with other couutries
or with Great Britain itself, the fact of it
being kept open is perhaps a good thing.
The door is always open then to friendly
negotiations ; but we should not legislate
with a view that our action might have some
effect on this treaty. We should be perfecily
free to enter into a frce trade arrangement
with Great Britain—more than that, we
should let the people of the United States
know that we intend to have free trade with
Great Britain and the freest intercourse with
all parts of the British Empire before we ask
them to make another treaty. That is what
I believe the people of Canada are desirous of
accomplishing—the freest commercial rela-
tions possible with all parts of the British
Empire, irrespective of what other nations
may think or say. We do not want to nego-
tiate a treaty and hold our peace, and then
have the United States Government say,
your policy was so and so when you nego-
tiated this treaty; now that you have
secured this treaty you are going to make
Canada a back door by which our policy
may be legislated out of existence. We do
not want to do anything of the kind,
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I
We want to let the United States know

airly and squarely that we are part and
Parcel of the British Empire; that we
Intend to have the freest commercial inter-
course with all parts of the British Empire
80d that any treaty we make with the

Dited States must be subject to these con-

'git.ions, I think if that position is taken
tl{ the government it may interfere with

e Rgciprocity Treaty, but if the govern-
Ient is prepared to purchase reciprocity
With the United States at the sacrifice of
these conditions -they would be taking a
Most undignified position—a most disastrous
step, 8o far as the maintenance and the well

Ing of our commercial relations with our

st customer and our independence on this
continent is conzerned. That is the view T
hold wig, regard to this treaty. There is
110 one more anxious to see the most friendly
Telations established with the people of the
United States than I am. There should
Dot be one solitary difference of opinion
between us. There should not be one soli-
tary thread of protection on either side of
the great boundary or anything to interfere
With the freest intercourse, but it must be
that freedom of intercourse that enables us
% pursue the same free intercourse with
Other parts of the world, and especially with
our fellow subjects in the British Empire.
I_ Wwill not refer to the question about the
1sputed boundary between the Dominion
and Alaska. It is very unfortunate that
We occupy the position that the long strip
of land running down the coast should
belong to the United States and that there
shm}]d be any doubt as to what is Canadian
territory and what is United States territory.
b is an unfortunate position, but it is a
Question which must be settled by the
8overnments, The United States settlers
80 In there and the Canadian settlers go in
there, having no line to guide them and are
pt, of course, to say this is United States

Tritory or this is Canadian territory, just
28 their individual desires, hopes or humours
Way lead them. I think that the delinea-
tion of that boundary should be taken in
hand at once if a friendly feeling is to be
Iaintained, and prevent jars of any des-

cription. The Senate had a commission
dast year to inquire into the Yukon Bill. It

1stributed a very large amount of informa-
tlon through that channel by the various
®Xperienced men who came before it and
83ve us an account of what they knew

about that country, and the possibilities of
developing it, &c. The Lynn Canal is an
arm of the sea which runs into the interior
of vhe country, and it is the head of that
canal thatis the point in dispute. We claim
that the head of the canal runs into Can-
adian territory. If there was any gener-
osity or liberality on the part of the
United States people they would say the
country behind the Lynn Canal is all
Canadian territory, whatever wealth is
developed there comes out through this
port naturally, but they say; “ We will not
give you access or ingress through it except
subject to our laws and on such conditions
as we impose from time to time.” We are
made subject to the officials of the United
States which may be made very offensive
indeed if they choose to do so. The fact
that immediately behind that barrier the
whole territory 18 Canadian territory, that
all the wealth there is in Canadian ter-
ritory, and there is just this one little port
through which it has to pass—if the United
States would say, we recognize that position ;
we will make friendly arrangement that
miners of both countries shall have free
access and be on the same terms in the
development of that country and in conside-
ration of that we will give you a seaport
at the head of the Lynn Canal through which
you can conduct your own trade. If the
people of the United States were approached
in that way, I think that would be the
outcome of it. I cannot see any other
reason, except the most selfish reason, in
that—selfish for a small community which
makes trouble between two nations and pre-
vents a friendly negotiation. That is the
way in which I think this question should
be settled and in which this question might
be settled. We have, of course, within our
own hands, a better remedy than that and
that is to open up the whole of that gold
bearing region by a railway from Edmon-
ton, which is the proper course to pursue,
and build across the continent on the old
government line which found an outlet at
Port Simpson. That gives us an ocean port
on the southern part of the territory and we
ocould develop the whole region by railway
communication. We have that alternative,
but in the meantime until we can make
arrangements for the construction of a line
of that kind we have to depend on the naviga-
tion which, I am happy to say, has turned
out in a very satisfactory way indeed, that is,
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compared with the Stikine and other routes.
I observed that a steamer went from Seattle
to Skagway and back again in six days, that
is three days going up and three coming back,
to an open port all the year round. Nothing
could be better than that. It touches at
Vancouver, so that Canada is not obstruct-
ed in that trade. Moreover, we have our own
steamers, we have the same right to go
to Skagway as the steamers from Seattle ;
the only thing we have not got are coasting
rights. But the fact that we can send a ves-
sel to Skagway and return in six days shows
the feasibility of that place as a port of entry
and the siwplicity of the navigation in the
depth of winter. Compare that with forcing
our trade up the rapid Stikine River for
150 miles, and then over 200 miles of rail-
way to Teslin Lake, and it is obvious that
there cannot be two opinions in the country
ag to the advisability of taking the shorter
and better route. We have the very best
evidence of the friends of the Liberal Gov-
ernment themselves as to the truth of what
I am saying—that is Mr. Wade, who was
one of the government officials who went to
the Yukon to assist Major Walsh in the gov-
ernment of the country, in a lecture before
Toronto University he referred to the ease
with which communication could now be
had. He said a few hours railway travel
now over the White Pass will land you on
the bosom of a sevies of beautiful lakes
which will, through the River Yukon, con-
vey you to your destination without
trouble, without hardship, and without
adventure. These are Mr. Wade’s own
words in a lecture to the people of Canada
on the facilities of that route and the capa-
bilities of the country. Can you have a
better justification than out of the mouths
of members of the Liberal party themselves
as to the action of the Senate on the Yukon
Bill. Then we have another statement
made by a former colleague, the Hon. Mr.
Martin, Attorney General of the province of
British Columbia. What does Mr. Martin
say with regard to that? He said: “ Never
was there such a blunder ; never was such
an infernal piece of business as the attempt
to force Canadian trade and develop connec-
tions with the Klondike region over the
Teslin Lake and the Stikine River.” There
are two gentences out of the mouths of the
government’s own supporters—out of the
mouths of the government’s own friends.
And Col. Domville is another, a supporter

of the present government. I forget exactly
what he said, but he spoke very much in the
same strain. He says he will not support
it again. I am satisfied that any one who
takes an unprejudiced view of the question
in the commercial interests of the country
in the interests of the transportation of the
country will never dream of putting the
Stikine route against the route by the way
of Lynn Canal and Skagway.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—You would not
favour the Edmonton route as against that?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Certainly. Put
me on a railway coach that will take me to
my destination and I am satisfied. I do not
want to cross the continent and then be
transported on an ocean steamer and then
on a railway and then on a steamer, when I
can reach my destination by railway without
change and in comfort.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—So that my hon.
friend in advocating this route by Skagway
and Dyea is advocating a route which he
thinks will not compete with his pet
scheme ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No, I do not
think it would for eastern commerce, for
commerce from the cities of Montreal,
Toronto and eastern Canada, and the com-
merce of Manitoba and the North-west
Territories. I am quite certain the cheap-
est means of communication and the largest
amount of trade that will be developed for
the benefit of Canada will be by a railway
via Edmonton. If you are going to con-
struct railways in that country, and I would
strongly advocate it, instead of giving away
lands as you proposed last year to private
parties, giving away such lands as you des-
cribe in the Speech from the Throne which
we are now discussing :

Much information has been obtained since you last
met relative to the extent and value of the deposits of

gold and valuable minerals in the Yukon and other
parts of Canada.

Who was it saved those valuable minerals
as an asset for the people of Canada ? It was
the Senate. Those assets are still available,
and they are not misplaced and improperly
distributed for the benefit of a few private
individuals, in the same way the Crow’s Nest
Pass, as I see it stated, was ** the locking up
of those coal lands isthe most damnable piece
of legislation ever perpetrated in Canada.”
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Those are the words uttered by the provin-
cial secretary of the province of British Co-
ll{mbia which is now one of the provincial
Liberal Governments of Canada. Those are
the utterances of the Attorney General and
"he. provincial secretary of the province of
B!:ltish Columbia. That kind of legislation is
going on. It has been permitted and is advo-
cated by this government. Isayitisa species
of legislation which is only boom legislation.
It is booming the resources of Canada at the
€xpense of the people in order that larze pro-
ts may be made by private individuals,
While the assets of the country are sacrificed.
The Hon. Mr. Coffin said in regard to Crow’s
Nest Pass that the money and lands given
away to private parties were sufficient to
build fifteen such railways. And so it is with
the Atlin Lake District ; they are sufficient to
b_ulld half a dozen railroads from Edmonton
right into the Yukon. I say, utilize those
assets, form a company and farm those mines
for half the output so that the country will
enriched by them to enable the govern-
ment to develop its resources fully. The po-
11cy of the government is a boom policy, giv-
Ing away the gold bearing lands to private
Individuals for private profit and creating a
m in the country from which there ix
und to be a reaction. A government
should never encourage much less create a
boom. I might just say this with
regard to the hon. Minister of the Interior,
Who is very largely responsible, I have no
doubt, for the promotion and development
?f that western country on these lines. He
18 & young man who settled in Brandon
When Brandon was in its infancy, when it
Was first boomed into life by the construc-
tion of the Canadian Pacific Railway. It
Went ashead at a very great rate, and the
Population of 3,000 settled there in a very
Short time, Tt is one of the nicest towns in
anitoba, and if it had been carefully man-
aged on sound financial lines it would not be
In the difficulty it is to-day. But I am
8orry to say that the city of Brandon has
8ot into financial trouble, and has become
Practically bankrupt. The banks have
refused to honour their cheques, and the cor-
Poration has applied to the provincial legis-
ature to guarantee their bonds for fifty
Years for $529,000. The municipalities
forming part of that judicial district wanted
& court-house, and they have paid into the
¢ty of Brandon, the last fourteen years,
$100,000, which should have gone to pay for

this-court house, but the court-house has
not been paid for, the city is bankrupt, and
there is a liability standing against it of
$529,000, I refer to this, because the Minis-
ter of the Interior was living in Brandon,
and was one of its public men. He
was there to help to manage the affairs
of the city in a proper manner. He
was Attorney General of Manitoba
and responsible that sound laws should be
on the statute-book to prevent such an
occurrance as that which brings misfortune
to Brandon and to other parts of the country
which have to depend on their credit to
maintain & sound financial position. It is
in consequence of the very system he is seek-
ing to perpetuate and place on the people of
Canada to-day what you call a species of
boom—booming the thing along, instead of
proceeding at a steady pace, building only
in proportion to the natural wants and con-
ditions essential to its own prosperity. But
instead of that it is by a perpetual boom
until there is bound to come a reaction and
a time when the boom must end. So it is
with Canada. The same thing is going on
in Canada, or attempted to be foisted on
Canada. In the same way we are to he
boomed up, borrowing more money, giving
away the assets of the country, and then
after everything is done people will have to
sit down and figure out how they are going
to live on the resources that remain, and
there comes a crash. That is the effect of a
bad policy, and it is to resist that policy I
say that every man who has the interest and
welfare of the country at heart should post
himself. And when questions come up that
this government and parliament have to deal
with, T hopethat wewilltake aretrogradestep
and alter our legislation to such an extent
that we will not incur an increased indebted-
ness such as we see going on for a great many
years and at a great rate since the presenc
government has come into power. The pre-
sent government when in opposition de-
nounced the increased debt and everything
that theyare themselves now doing, imitating
the policy they denounced in their prede-
cessors, so far as they attempted it. The hon.
leader of the government in this House has to
apologize to the Senate for not moving at a
faster rate than what he said, and what his
government said, and what his friends when
in opposition said, they were going to move
at. Only put us on the treasury benches,
we will show you how we will alter things
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how we will increase the revenue, and divert
the taxation of the people into the treasury.
Are they doing so ? They areincreasing the
revenue certainly, but they are maintain-
ing a protective tariff as high as that of the
late Conservative government, there has
been no reduction in any shape or form
whatever. I wil' just give you the figures
to show you to what extent they have made
that reduction. I have before me the Trade
and Commerce Report which any hon. gen-
tleman can see, for the six months ending the
31st December last. This is the result :

For the six months ending 31st December, 1897.
Dutiable imports ............. .... . $34,350,025
Duty collected......... ... . .. 10,146,267

Tariff taxation, 294 per cent.

For the six months ending 313t December, 1898,

Dutiable imports . ....... .. . $43,524,049

Duty collected.. ........ ... ......... 12,520,677
Tariff taxation, 28% per cent.

For the six months cnding 313t December, 1897.
Dutiable and free imports added. . . $59,968,812
Duty collected, . ... . .. .............. 10,146,267

Tariff taxation, 17 per cent.

For the siz months cnding 313t December, 1598.
Datiable and free imports added 875,104,715
Duty collected.. . .......... ... 12,520,677

Tariff taxation, 163 per cent.

Conservative tariff for the 12 months ending 30th
June, 1897.
Dutiable importsonly..................
Duty . ..o ch e
Tariff taxation, 30 per cent.

$66,242,150
19,874,890

For the siz months ending 30th June, 1897.
Dutiable and free $106,715,205

Duty......... .......... o 19,874,890
Tariff taxation, 188 per cent.

Now, that twenty-nine and a half per cent
tariff taxation is computed by the amount
of money collected on the imports that came
into the country with the 12} per cent off
during last year. Take the 31st of Decem-
ber, 1898, with the 25 per cent preferential
tarif off and you have 28} per cent.
Now, there is 28% per cent of tariff taxation
collected off the necessities of the people
during the six months ending Decerber 31st
last, with 25 per cent off in favour of Great
Britain. These are the figures that have
been put into our hands by the officials of
the government themselves. There is no
fake about it at all. These are the actual
figures, which any one can find for himself.
What was the percentage under the late
government? For the whole year ending
June 30, 1898 that is the last return we

have—we have not the Trade and Navigation
Returns yet, but we have the Trade and
Commerce Reports which show the exports
and imports and duty collected. What was
done under the Conservative government,
which was denounced for twenty years, in
which it was called all names under the sun.
Sir Richard Cartwright used to say it was like
a man trying to lift himself by his boot
straps and everything like that. The
dutiable imports were $66,000,000 for
the whole year. Duty collected $19,874,-
000, and the tariff taxation was 30 per cent ;
so that we have under the late Conservative
government a taxation of 30 per cent on
the necessaries of life, and under the free
trade Liberal government we have a tariff
taxation of 284 per cent. There is a reduc-
tion of 1} per cent only of the taxation
upon the necessaries of the people and it
must not be forgotten, to use the Liberal
party’s own arguments, and to use argu-
ments of the members of the government
now on the treasury benches, that in addi-
tion to that 30 per cent that goes into the
treasury of the country there is another 30
per cent that goes into the pockets of pri-
vate individuals. So that while the people
are being taxed sixty per cent upon the
necessaries of life, or in other words being
taxed thirty per cent on all, whether it is
imported or manufactured in the country,
according to the Liberal party’s own theory
or argument—an argument I thoroughly
agree with, an argument that can be proved
beyond a question, and has been proved by
them over and over again—that the policy
of protection has the effect that thircy per
cent goes into the revenue, and another
thirty per cent of the value of the people’s
industry into the pockets of private indi-
viduals. What have they done to reform
that condition of things? They have been
in power three years and have held four
sessions of Parliament, and there is not one
word put into His Excellency’s speech
as to any indication of what the govern-
ment are prepared to do, but on the
other hand, we have the most distinct
evidence so far as public utterances
of the ministers of the Crown are concerned,
a8 to what they are satisfied with. We have
the utterances of the hon. the Minister of
the Interiorin two or three differentspeeches,
and naturally we watch his utterances out
west probably more than we watch the ut-
terances of the other ministers, because he
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18 specially the mouthpiece in the cabinet
8’1}(1 the guardian of western interests. What
did he say in Perth! What did he say in
Toron!,o? What did he say in Woodstock !
He sail the tariff is now a fixture, that the
People are satisfied, that the government

ave complied with all the conditions called
or by the utterances of the cabinet minis-
ters and the platform of the Liberal party
In 1893 ; they have perforimed all those con-
filtlons, and the manufacturers are flourish-
Ing and everything is lovely. There is the
representative of the farming interest of our
Wwestern country, and if hon. gentlemen
Wwould only read the papers they would see
the indignation with which these utterances
are received. There is only one paper of any
Importance out in that western country that
18 supporting the hon. minister, and that is
Wwhat used to be the Canadian Pacific Rail-
Wway organ, the Winnipeg Free Press. 1t is
known to be the Canadian Pacific Railway
organ, a publication which belongs to Cana-
dian Pacific Railway shareholders, or to pri-
vate individuals owning the company, and to
allintents and purposes it has been loaned
to the minister for value received dur-
Ing his term of office as an advocate of

18 interests. It has fallen short of
the mark, It has lost prestige and has not
accomplished the intended object. While
1t has been a good paper politically, it has
fal}ed in its object, and the other organ, the
Wlnnipeg Tribune, owned by Mr. Richard-
Son, a supporter of the present government
In the House of Commons, in every day’s
185ue is denouncing the Minister of the Inte-
Tior. The Liberals of the city of Winnipeg
are divided in their opinion as to his merits
and ag to what he means by his utterances.

hen we have Mr. Mulock the Postmaster
General, He said in Toronto that the tariff
Was a fixture, and there was no more to be
said. T have not followed the utterances of
other ministers, but we get glimpses of what
they have to say from time to time in the
Western country, and the gist of the whole
thing is that they are quite satisied. That
80me terms have been made with the manu-
facturers, with the hon. Mr. Bertram of the
ity of Toronto, that ten years is to be given
them without any reduction of the tariff and
they are begging for a little longer time at
the present moment. I want to tell the gov-
érnment that in the western country we are
simply and solely an agricultural population,
an inland population, and in addition to the

other difficulties which we have to contend
with we have long transportation to export
our goods to the seaboard, and we import no
free goods in our western country, compara-
tively speaking. I will read to the House a
list of the free goods :

Animals for the improvement of stock ;
we bave not imported them to any extent
and any improvement of stock we have
obtained from the eastern provinces.

Articles for the use of the army and
navy; we import nothing.

Broom corn, nothing.

Anthracite coal: we import a little of
that. It is free.

Coffee : we import coffee to a small extent.

Indian corn : that is rather a competitor
than anything else with agricultural pro-
duce—not that I wish to make any com-
plaint about it, because the fact that five
million dollars worth were imported last
year is an evidence that it has been useful,
but at the same time it is a competitor
with agricultural products. If it has any
effect upon the farmer’s produce that effect
is to reduce the price of coarse grain.

Cotton waste, we have nothing to do
with.

Raw cotton is imported for manufacture.

Dyes, chemicals are imported for manu-
facture.

Fishing nets, &c. : we are an exporter of
those.

Fish: we are an exporter of those.

Fruit, pine apples, &c. : the city of Win-
nipeg imports some of those.

Fur skins: we are an exporter of those.

Grease for making soap : we have nothing
to import for our soap factories.

Hides and skins we export.

Gutta-percha, &c. : imported for manufact-
uring purposes. :

Bolt cloth imported for manufacturing
purposes.

Metals, brass and copper, imported for
manufacturing purposes.

Steel rails, imported for railroads.

Iron, tin, &c. : those are imported for ma-
nufacturing purposes.

Oils are imported for manufacturing pur-
poses.

Raw silks imported for manufacturing
purposes.

Tea is free with us.

Tobacco we do not import in its raw
state.
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Weol we are not an exporter of exactly,
but it is a part of our farm produce.

I have gone over the list, and hon. gent-
lemen will see to what extent we import free
goods. Binding twine is now put on the list,
and barbed wire, but tea, and steel rails
and coarse lumber are the only things, I
think, that we import free into that
western country, and, therefore, we practi-
cally have to bear the whole brunt of pro-
tection : that is to say, we export so much
produce from the province of Manitoba and
the North-west Territories and all that
comes back to us in return for that export
is taxed twenty-eight and three-quarter per
cent by the free trade government. That is
to say, we are taxed one-third of the value
of our exports for these purposes.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—How are you worse
off than any other portion of the Dominion

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —I am only ar-
guing for our western country. If you are
satisfied it is all right.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—Do you want to get
everything free and tax us?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No, I want to
lift the tax off you. 1 do not want any
man in Canada to be taxed upon the neces-
sities of his living or labour. T do not want
to see a man taxed for his clothing. I do
not want to see any man taxed for his
iron, coal oil or for any of the necessities of
his industry, because it is industrial labour
that creates all the wealth of the country.
You are fortunate in the city of St. John;
I know you have all you want at the pre-
sent moment; you have that harbour in
splendid shape, and the Canadian Pacific
Railway pouring in a fine lot of traffic.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—We pay more taxes
in a year than the hon. gentleman’s district
does in sever.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—You are greatly
mistaken, sir. You are at the mouth of the
broad river of Canadian Commerce, weare at
the source, you foolishly want to tax us on our
necessities by protection and thereby dam
back the stream by hampering our industty,
while the Canadian Pacific Railway is bring-
ing traffic from the United States toyour port
at a lower rate than they will carry it for us.

We are therefore subject to two sources of
taxation. As it is six o’clock I move the ad-
journment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, 22na March, 1899.

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’Clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

NEW SENATOR.

Hon. PeErer McSweeNEY, of Moncton,
N.B., was introduced and took his seat.

THE STANDING COMMITTEES.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved :

That pursuant to rule 79, the following senators be
appointed a Committee of Selection, to nominate the
senators to serve on the several standing committees,
namely :—The Honourable Messieurs Scott, Sir Mac-
kenzie Bowell, DeBoucherville, Lougheed, Miller,
King, Clemow, Power, and the mover, and to report
with all convenient speed the names of the senators so
nominated.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
When the hon. Minister of Justice gave
notice of this motion yesterday, 1 understood
him to say that the committee was to
consist of the same gentlemen who composed
it last year.

Hon. Mr. MILLS--TI think so.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
The name of Mr. King has been substi-
uted for that of Mr. Macdonald of Victoria.
If you will remember, last session the present
governor of British Columbia had his name
placed on the committee.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)—That
was two sessions ago.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Yes, he had his name placed on the com-
mittee instead of Mr. Macdonald’s and Mr.
Macdonald’s name was afterwards substi-

tuted. The formation of the committee is
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such that I think one of the western senators
ought to be placed upon it. I find four
Senators from Ontario on this committee.
It would be as well to substitute Mr.
Macdonald’s name for one of shose. T think
Mr. King should be on, being the only re-
Presentative from New Brunswick.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The motion will be
found at page 31 of the routine proceedings.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
On page 32 the substitution is made. The
resolution reads:-—Hon. Messieurs Scott,
Bowell, DeBoucherville, Lougheed, Miller,
Macdonald (Vict.), Clemow, Power and the
mover. I have no objection at all that my
hame shall be dropped and Mr. Macdonald’s
hame put on.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Ts the committee limit-
ed in number?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL--I
think it is.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I do
Bot wish my hon. friend’s name to be left
out, but this is the third attempt that has

en made to drop my name by members of
the government from that committee. It
first commenced by the wish of Senator Mc-
Imles, who was then in this House, to be on
that committee, and he got the whip of the

louse of Commons, Mr. Sutherland, to see
Sir Oliver Mowat and tell him to leave my
Dame off the committee. Sir Oliver Mowat
did that, but upon the matter being brought
up in this House, as it is brought up now,
my name was reinstated. Last year my
Name was left off in the same way, and when
the attention of the Houre was called to the
fact, it was reinstated. If the House desires
that my name should be off the committee,
Tam perfectly willing.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Oh, no ; no one desires
that,

Hon, Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I do
Dot think the House will agree to my name

ing put off the committee in any unfa:lr
Wway. I have done my duty on that commit-
tee without fear or favour, and I am entirely
In the hands of the House.

. Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—As Mr. Miller
18 not likely to be here, I think it would be
well to add Mr. Macdonald’s name if the

committee is limited to that number. That

would be the proper way to get over the
difficulty.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I may say the hon.
gentleman is entirely mistaken in his suspi-
cions. The motion was drawn up by the
Clerk and placed before me with the names
in blank, and he brought me a copy of the
proceedings of last year showing the com-
mittee appointed then. I simply copied
those names and put them in as they there
stood. So that wy hon. friend will see that
he is wholly mistaken. In fact, his name
was not before my mind at all when I
thought of the list. T simply in a hurry
copied the names.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—My
hon. friend has copied them from the votes
and proceedings as originally moved.

Hon. Mr. MILLS —Quite so.
Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—If

you leave Mr. Miller’s name off you have no
representative from Nova Scotia.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—You
have Mr. Power.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I have no objection
in the world to substituting Mr. Mac-
donald’s name for Mr. Miller’s, because
perhaps Mr. Miller will not be here, or we
might add Mr. Macdonald’s name.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
That is the better way if you can do it.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The rules, I find, res-
trict us. So that as Mr. Miller is not likely
to be here while we are striking the commit-
tees, we might make the change.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-—I should not like
Mr. Miller’s name left of the committee. I
am willing to retire.

Hon. Mr. ALLEN—T had the pleasure
of sceing Mr. Miller yesterday, and I quite
expect to see him in his place before the end
of the session.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Then it is understood Mr. Macdonald’s name
will be substituted for the name of Mr.
Clemow who will retire.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes, the motion will
be made in that way.

The motion was agreed to.
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A PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER—Before the
Orders of the Day are called I would like, if
it is not out of order, to ask my hon. friend
the leader of the House, if he could give us
his views on the question of the adjourn-
ment of this House. This committee has
been appointed, and it can be called together
and the other committees struck, and after
that there will be nothing to come before us
for several weeks. It would hardly be worth
the while of those who live at vast distances
like myself to go home unless we could get
the adjournment until Monday, 17th April,
and I would, with great deference, suggest
this date to the hon. leader of the govern-
ment in the hopes that he may see his way
clear to meet the views of those of us who
live at long distances and who are not able
to come down here except at great sacrifice
of business and time and who have not the
same advantages and facilities of reaching
the Capital as our eastern brethern.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—TI may say, as soon as
the debate on the Address is over, I will be
able to answer the hon. gentlewnan’s question,
and endeavour to meet the wishes of the
Heuse in that regard. I may say also to my
hon, friend that I expect to introduce & good
many important measures in the Senate. I
do not think any of them will meet with
much controversy, but I hope before the
adjournment to give notice of their intro-
duction and so in this way facilitate business
when we meet again.

THE ADDRESS.
DEBATE CONTINUED.

The Order of the Day having been called—

_Rebuming the adjourned debate on the considera-
tion of His Excellency the Governor General’s Sgeech
i).n the opening of the fourth session of the eighth par-
1ament.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—In resuming the
speech that I was making upon the Address
to His Excellency, I was discussing the trade
question, an important subject that has not
been .alluded to in the Speech from the
Throne, a subject which, I think, should have
had a prominent place, so far as pledges and
promises that were made by the government
in relation thereto in the past. I was dis-
cussing, when I left off, the question of the
taxation of the producers of the country,

especially relating to the province of Mani-

toba, from which I come. I was interrupted
by the hon. gentleman from St. John’s, in
which he made the statement that his pro-
vince pays more taxes in a year than the
hon. gentleman’s district does inseven years,
to which I replied that you are at the mouth
of the broad river of Canadian commerce,
we are at the source of the stream. You
foolishly want to tax us and thereby dam
back the stream by hampering our industry,
while the Canadian Pacific Railway is bring-
ing traffic from the United States to your
port at a lower rate than they will
carry it for us. We are, therefore, sub-
ject to two sources of taxation. If we were
to put an export duty on the traffic going
through the port of St. John for revenue it
would be just the same principle of taxation
as the hon. member from St. John, as a
supporter of the present government’s policy,
wants to continue in posing upon us. Now,
the statement that was made by the hon.
gentleman from St. Johns is quite incor-
rect, because the difference between the
port of St. John and the province of Mani-
toba is a vast one. The country is divided
into two classes, the producers and the
manufacturers and monopolies. We in the
province of Manitoba are entirely producers,
as I explained yesterday, the tariff as it
stands at present and which so far as any
utterances which we have had from the
members of the government during the
recess that tariff stands still at 283 per
cent, which is just one and a quarter, or, as
stated in the other House, one cent less
than the tariff which was in force while the
former government was in power. I wish to
tell the hon. gentleman from St. John that
last year we exported $16,000,000 worth
of wheat and cattle. Now, everybody knows,
that understands the trend of trade and
commerce that the exports are repaid by
returning imports, or should be and while
$16,000,000 does not appear in the Trade
and Navigation Returns as exports from the
province of Manitoba, yet they were ex-
ported from that province to various parts
of the world and the eastern provinces.
They are virtually exports from Manitoba,
and although the Trade and Navigation
Returns do not show that we import any-
thing of consequence, because it comes from
the eastern manufacturer or importer at
ocean ports, still the fact remains that we
did export produce and cattle to the value
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of $16,000,000, and that the pay which
came back to the people of Manitoba for
that $16,000,000 worth of exports, came

ack taxed at the rate of 283 per cent by the
Liberal government. The hon. gentleman
knows perfectly well that if my statement is
correct, and it is open to refutation both in
regard to the quantity of exports we made
or the returning imports—we exported
21,000,000 bushels of wheat, $1,500,000
worth of cattle and a considerable amount
of other produce, and the returns show
exactly what duty was paid on what comes
nto the country. As I explained yesterday
We lmport of course a portion of the goods
that come through the ocean ports from
abroad, and also goods manutactured in the
€astern provinces. The protective tariff
Which has now become the policy of the
Liberal government apparently, according
‘o the Liberal party’s own argument that
they used for eighteen years, is that not
only do we have to bear the tax of 30 per
cent on the produce that comes within the

undary, but that other tax which does not
80 1nto the revenue of a similar amount on
Protected articles. In that way we arrive
at a proper conclusion, and it is open to any
hon. member of this House to state that I
am saying what is not correct, that if we
bay 283 per cent on the $16,000,000 we
exported, we are taxed for the necessities of
life to the extent of 2#4 per cent on that
$16,000,000. In other words, the population
of Manitoba is bearing the burden to the
extent of $5,000,000 on the rurplus they
ave produced in consequence of the taxation

am speaking of, and in addition to the
€gltimate cost and expense of producing
that surplus. Hon. gentlemen will understand
that I am only doing my duty in criticising
the Congservative party, as I have done
Or several years past on their policy,
and the Liberal party which to-day in
the most unwarrantable way is imitating
and following, Itis a dangerous policy to
Pursue, because since 1878 when the re-
adjustment of the tariff was made by Sir
ohn Macdonald by placing higher- duties,
anada has grown to an enormous extent.
O the west of the great lakes there was,
Comparatively speaking, no population ;
lere was no connection with the west, no
export, from there, no growth or industry of
any consequence. It was only following on
the footsteps of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
Way that the people of Manitoba began to

produce a surplus and to export. There-
fore, you have to deal with the population
now that sees and feels the injustice of the
burden of 284 per cent being put on their
industries by the people of eastern Canada
in regard thereto and in saying to the
people of eastern Carada, I say it advisedly,
because we find not only the Conservative
party in the readjustment of the tariff in
1878 which grew and grew until it became
a highly protective tariff, was a policy insti-
tuted for a certain purpose, but now we
find the Liberal government, which we
thought would do so much for the country
in reducing the burden. of taxation, has
adopted a similar policy. The people of the
west say this is a nice state of affairs when
we can find no relief from either party
from an oppressive tariff hampering their
productions and impoverishing themselves
and their families to that extent. I
present their case to hon. gentlemen in
its nakedness and tell you what it is
going to lead to. Do you suppose that
the population of western Canada will
submit to such a burden of taxatian imposed
on them. I pointed out yesterday that we
import no free goods of any kind or descrip-
tion—that every single thing we import is
dutiable and bears that burden of taxation.
Any one who knows the trend of taxation
knows that exports go out of the country
and the necessities of the people’s industries
come back in some form or other, and while
the protectionists east say there is some relief
from the burden of taxation, from the fact
of certain industries being established in
their midst, there is nothing of the kind
in the western country, and the naked
fact presents itself to you, and [ would call
the attention of the hon. gentleman from St.
John to that fact, who said they paid in
in St. John’s seven times as much’ taxes as
we do. The burden of the tax on the people
of Manitoba and the North west Territories
to-day is $5,000,000. That is to say, if all
the goods we require for our necessities were
relieved from the burden of a protective
tariff to-day, we would be $5,000,000 better
off. The result of it is seen. Although we
exported that enormous amount of produce
in 1897, in 1898 the crops were not so good.
There has been a reverse in that respect
owing to climatic and other causes over which
we have no control. We do not complain
when we sustain a reverse in consequence of
natural causes, but we do complain at man’s
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stupidity who desires to tax that country
for individual and personal benefit. In
consequence of shortness of our crop
and dampness of our wheat, matters
over which we have no control, a consider-
able amount of financial difficulty is likely
to result, because we have to make up in the
coming year’s crop the lee-way of a poor
crop in the past, because we have nothing
to support our population there except agri-
culture. Now, the same thing affects the
producers of eastern Canada that affects us.
The producers of the country are the ones
who create the wealth. Every hon. gentle-
wan knows very well there are four sources
from which the wealth of Canada is derived.
One of them, the main one, is agriculture.
Next in proportion is lumber, the next mines,
and T think the last fisheries of the country
—or rather the fisheries come next in volume,
and then there is a small export in manu-
factures which has increased up to the pre-
sent day to $10,000,000. Professor Robert-
son who has taken charge of the agricultural
interest has told us that the productions of
the soil in Canada amounted to $699,000,000.
The production of the lumbering districts in
Canada is $66,000,000. The product of the
mines in Canada is $37,000,000, and of the
fisheries $25,000,000. The manufacturers
only represent productive power—that is to
say new wealth-—is only created to the
extent that they are able to export, which is
$10,000,000. Now, hon. gentlemen will see
that the policy which is being pursued to-
day is taxing the $699,000,000 worth of
agricultural produce in Canada which is the
backbone of the country, the wealth pro-
ducing source on which the prosperity of the
country mainly depends; you are taxing
that to the extent of 284 per cent, and what
for? In order to give the monopoly to our
manufacturers to the exclusion of the rest
of the world. So far as I am personally
concerned, the readjustment of the tariff
that was instituted in 1878, which I regret
to say grew into a protective policy, we let
pass. It accomplished a certain amount of
good, but Canada bas increased since 1878
to an enormous extent. We have to deal
with half a continent. The power of the
national government extends from the
Atlantic to the Pacific, and we have to take
all these large interests into consideration.
For that reason it is a difficult country to
govern. It is utterly impossible for people
where the weight of power is constituted at

present to sit down here and say what is good
for Manitoba, for Yukon, for British Colum-
| bia or Prince Edward Island. It is utterly
| impossible for us to say that we can regulate
| fairly and squarely between each section of
Canada as to the just proportion of the reve-
nue which they shouid bear by imposing
{ whatis called a scientific method of forced
. taxation. 1 just wish to say that, as far
;as we are concerned, the people of the west
are practically a unit, both Liberals and
Conservatives as to the necessity of a change
of policy in regard to a protective tariff.
What we want, we are quite willing to bear
any share of the burden, that is our proper
share but not to impose upon us an indirect
tax in thai way which extracts from the
people of Manitoba in proportion of what
they export a burden of 28% per cent is
impoverishing every man in that country
more or less. There are individuals cited as
examples who have greater experience and
other advantages they, however, do no repre-
sent at all the average farming power of the
people of that country. Therefore, I call the
attention of the hon. gentleman to that fact.
We in the province of Manitoba are taxed
284 per cent. The bulk of the produce
sent from Manitoba went to England. Eng-
land is a consumer of our No. 1 wheat, either
through the flour we export or the wheat we
export. Although owing to our system of
grading and mixing at Port Arthur, the
British market seldom gets one tine wheat
most of which goes by Buffalo and New
York. A small proportion of the wheat we
export remains in eastern Canada to be mixed
with soft wheat to raise grades of flour, but
the bulk of the export of wheat and cattle
goes to England. What we say out there is:
‘Why won’t you allow England to come and
trade freely in Canada, allow England to send
goods back in return for the produce we ex-
port ¥ Why do you not submit to competition
in that regard? What right have you speak-
ing as a country extending for 4,000 miles, a
greater difference than exists between the
Atlantic coast of Canada and the shores of
Great Britain, why should not we extend
our free trade relations to Great Britain,
as well as our free trade relations to Ontario,
Nova Scotia or anywhere else? It is pro-
tection that is holding the country and this
present government. It is corporate power
that is influencing the policy of the govern-
ment. It 1s a monopoly of individuals who
desire to divert the profits of these great
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Pmdgcing industries into their own pockets
hh*"» 18 holding the present government as it
eld the late government. That will lead to
difficulties and trouble. We ask very fairly,
are we not part of the British Empire 1
Ve we not a right to expect that Great
Britain and Treland should have the right
to send out their goods and their materials
free from g taxation of thirty per cent, in
order that the development of the country
May go on, on lines on which each indi-
vidual, no matter what part of the country
© Mmay be situated in, may pursue his
OCcupation unencumbered. The principle
of taxation is this, as it prevails in
ngland, that all the burden that is
p}‘:t on the people of Great Britain in the
’i}lpe of taxation goes into revenue. The
tvtbeml party in this country argued for
u gmy years, and argued correctly, that
tn er the protective tariff one-half of the
4Xation went into the revenue and the
Other half into the pockets of protected in-
Ustries. Tie question is, how long is this
80Ing to be continued? Are you going to
7218e & spirit in one part of the population of
anada which will gradually grow until,
Perhaps, it is too late to overcome it, and
S8y we are going to continue this any way
until there is a burst up in some direction or
another, T gsay it is an unwise policy. I
S8y the responsibility rests with the Liberal
Party, that that, condition should be made to
ease at once—that the doors of Canada
Sh(?u.]d be open to Great Britain and to
Titish trade upon the most perfect freedom,
’:}e same as exists between one part of
{;nada and the other. I do not say thatitis
absolutely necessary to throw the tariff right
eown upon the first of July next, but to
93¢t & statute and say as Sir Robert Peel
_When free trade became the commercial
Eﬁllcy of England in 1846—we put this on
ve Statute-book, and in four years every
Stige of protection shall be expunged from

© commercial life of Great Britain. If
Z:al:; Were putin the same way an Act in our
o fut:e-book, a measure saying Great Britain
Tee to trade in Canada on the same terms
Wi?lt she allows us to trade in England you
and © more for the building up of Canada
0d for the development of the resources of
oranada, f_Ol‘ the welfare of the people and
the building up of the British Empire
4D any Act which is possible for you to
Eﬁss 1n any other shape or form. We know
8t Great Britain is our great customer for

agricultural products, our biggest customer
for nearly everything except lumber which
is almost equally divided between the United
States and Great Britain. We keep back
her imports by taxation, and consequently
keep back the volume of the producers trade,
and keep down the value of his production.
I do not suggest lowering our tariff to the
United States except on a reciprocity basis.
The United States want nothing of any con-
sequence that we produce. They want some
of our lumber which they are getting
through free logs and the duty on lumber at
an unfair advantage ; they want some of our
fish. They do not want any of our iron ore
or agricultural produce and the consequence
is our exports to the United States are
small while our imports from the United
States are very large, and we have to draw
money from England to pay for our exports
and hand it over to the United States to pay
for our imports, adding a double cost of
Exchange to the tax. They have by internal
competition between the southern and
northern iron mines developed their iron
industry to 15,000,000 tons a year and they
say they will increase that to 20,000,000
tons a year, and iron has fallen in the United
States to something like $9 a ton.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—It is going up now
though.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —Tt is, but the mo-
ment the price goes up competition regulates
the output, and all the more reason for us to
make it free to Great Britain. What I want
tosay is this: We are between two countries,
Great Britain, which produces 12,000,000
tons, and the United States, which produces
15,000,000 tons. Iron is one of the things
most heavily taxed in Canada. We were
paying under the Conservative goverrment
a tax of $2,750,000 per annum on our iron
goods. Under the present government we
are paying $3,500,000, or we raise to-day
about $3,500,000 on the tax on irom. In
the agricultural industry iron is the chief
article we use.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Do you say the duty
on iron is more than.it was?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON Ny, it is the same
on all iron goods.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The duty is cut in
half.
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Hen, Mr. BOULTON—If you refer to
the Trade and Navigation Returns you will
find my statement is correct. I have before
me the Trade and Navigation Returns for
the whole year, and the hon. gentlemen will
find that in round numbers that what I
state is absolutely correct, that is to say
that in the Trade and Navigation Returns
for the six months ended 31st December last
the duty collected off iron goods and iron is
$1,705,000. T doubled that for the coming
six months, which makes it about $3,500,-
000.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Double the quantity
was imported.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—So far as the per-
centage is concerned there is no difference.
The percentage of taxation is exactly the
same. Iam not saying the duty is increased.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—If you cut duty from
50 to 25 per cent and the people buy more,
you say the taxation is increased.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—No, the duty on
iron and iron manufactures have not been
cut in half ; I leave it to the hon. gentleman
himself if he did not sit on the opposite side
of the House year after year condemning the
gentlemen who occupied the Conservative
benches on the iniquity of that tax.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Certainly.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Now you are
defending them.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No; I say about 50
per cent duty was cut. If the people im-
port double the quantity they did in former
years, how can you say that is evidence they
are being taxed higher? The moment you
bring down the duty people are prompted to
buy more. It is no argument that there is
an increase in taxes because people buy
more.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—There is no prac-
tical result from the reduction in the duty.
Make iron free and there will be no doubt
about the figures.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—T have the list on my
table of the articles on which taxation has
been raised.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—But supposing
you have another list on which you raise the
duties. You just put down ahoe and spade
and something of that kind as reduction.
I tell you that the agriculturalists of this
country use more than half of the iron goods
that is produced and manufactured in this
country. If they bear half the taxation on
iron and the proportion of duty collected on
iron under the present tariff is equal to the
protection that was under the Conservative
tariff, where is your reduction? Where is
your honesty ? Where is your public mor-
ality ? You are demoralizing the population
when you get up for eighteen years to educate
the people up to a certain idea and make
promises you are going to carry out a cer-
tain policy when you get the opportunity,
and here you are sitting on the treasury
benches and apologizing to the country for
not carrying out that policy. And why?
Because you have the protectionists in your
ranks and have selected them from that
class instead of the class that you preach
for, instead of the people you were sup-
posed to be coming to legislate for in that
way. That is the position that the gov-
ernment allow themselves to be placed in.
If there is anything in this world that
demoralizes the population it is when they
have lost faith in political parties. But
they say “my vote is no good. It is
not worth the paper it is written upon,
and it is a good deal better that I
should take $2 or $5 for my vote and
look upon it as an annual or quadren-
nial investment rather than that I should
hold to any ideas of patriotism or political
protection for myself or anything else.” That
is the effect of legislation and political life
of that kind, educating the people up to a
certain standard, and then after you have
attained power you go back and say I can-
not do it. Now, Mr. Mulock says it is to be
for ten years and Mr. Sifton saysit is a
dead issue, and Mr. McMullen says it is to
be for thirty-eight years. These are the
utterances of public men and it is by the
utterances of public men in the cabinet that
we have to judge what policy is to be pur-
sued. I stand here, not fighting the
Liberal party, and I do not stand here to
fight the Conservative party. I stand here
to do my duty to those people who are feel-
ing the burden of taxation in the way I
have expressed to you. The hon. leader of
the Senate said yesterday that the Canadian
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People were self reliant. I interposed the
‘question “ Why do you not abolish the
tariff then?” His reply to me was “I can
quite understand the hon. gentleman prefers
tha}; the government should not reduce the
tariff, 5o that he would have the opportunity
of criticizing them.” I want to tell the leader
° 't!“? government that I have no dbsire to
Criticize the government upon that question.
I would only be too thankful if I could afford
them my support. I promised them my
Support if they could carry out the policy of

ree trade with Great Britain, and I am
quite prepared to extend that support, how-
ever humble a support it may be.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—We have given you
twenty-five per cent reduction on the im-

Ports of Great Britain and you say you are
Wworse off than before.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON Tt is the burden
O taxation we have to bear. I am pointing
% the fact that 283 per cent is the burden

Of protected taxation, wherever it comes
rom,

Hon. 8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL—

he hon, gentleman is quite right ; although

€ government lowered the duties on some
articles, yet they have a higher duty than
before,

Hon. Mr. DEVER—Will the hon. gentle-
an permit an export duty to be put on
our to raige the forty millions?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I will put it on
3 an export duty from the port of St. John
for the hon. gentleman, but I do not think
I would go further than that, he would then

nd out for himself what an oppressive tax
on the industry of the country meant. I have
for? me the mineral report where I want
%o point out what effect the policy has had
on the production of iron. It is made up to
the 31st December, 1898, and I find that
ron ore has been produced in Canada
during the past year to the extent of 58,000
tons, and at a value of $152,000. Pig iron
has been produced to the extent of 77,000
tons at a value of $912,000 that is valuingit
at the protected price of $12 per ton. Of
the ore consumed in the production 42 per
cent was Canadian and 58 per cent American
ore. 4'1;“’ people of Canada are paying to the

United States producers $2 per ton bonus
for the ore that is imported into Canada.
Do you call that duveloping the resources of
Canada? More than half the iron ore that
goes into the production of the iron in
Canada comes from the United States.
77,000 tons of iron are produced in Canada,
and in the United States they produce
15,000,000 tons, and Great Britain produces
12,000,000 tons. What figuie do we cut
in a reciprocity treaty when we can
show only 77,000 tons as against a rapid
increase in the production of iron in the
United States and England? How can we
hold our own under such a policy as that?
How can we say that it is protection that is
being afforded to-day upon some of the iron
smelted in works at $7 a ton. That
is what the Hamilton Smelting Works
is receiving the benefit of in the way of
indirect duties and direct bonuses, and
direct protection from the Dominion of
Canada and the province of Ontario, and
yet notwithstanding that $7 a ton is
imposed for their benefit, and the whole
result after fourteen years of protection is
only 77,000 tons. How can you expect
Canadian industry to develop? How can
you expect the re-ources to develop under
such condition as that? I say you are pur-
sueing a wrong policy altogether. I say
Great Britain is manufacturing iron to
the extent of 12,000,000 tons, that she
requires something like 25,000,000 tons of
ore. In order to produce that she hasto go
abroad to Spain fur a portion of her ore and
to Norway. She never comes to Canada
for any of her ore. And why?! Because we
put a tax of 30 per cent upon any effort of
industry on the part of the people of Great
Britain to develop our resources. That is
the effect. No nation in the world can
come here and utilize our resources for their
benefit if they are taxed 30 per cent upon
the only means they have to pay for the
cost of these resources. Now, hon. gentle-
men, if you were to open yuur doors to
Great Britain and to say to Great Britain :
you can trade in Canada just 28 freely as we
in Ontario can trade with Manitoba, that it
would be one line of communication from the
Atlantic ocean to the shores of Great Britain,
you would see a marvellous growth in the
industry and development of the national
resources of this country, which is the back-
bone and wealth of the country, as would
astonish you. -
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Hon. Mr. DEVER —Why did she not ask
the United States to reduce her duties in
favour of Great Britain? She takes more
from the United States in one year than she
takes from us in three.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —We are discussicg
our own affairs.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—And these are our
own affairs.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —We have nothing
to do with the United States.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-—But England has.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—We have to keep
our skirts clear of the United States. When
the people of the United States come down
to discuss free trade questions upon the same
basis or same plan that we are now discuss-
ing it, then it will be time enough for Eng-
land to take up the point you speak of. I
am now discussing the interests of Canada
with Great Britain, and I say there is not a
single solitary industry in Canada that will
not benefit by the policy I recommend. I say
I would admit all British trade absolutely
free to the port of Montreal or St. John or
Halifax, or to any of our ports. I would
admit coal, coal oil and iron free from any
part of the world, and lower our tariff to the
United States when they will lower theirs.
Those are the great raw materials which are
the backbone and foundation of any in-
dustry, and there is not a single manufac-
turer in Canada that will not benefit by the
result of such a policy. If coal oil was free it
would come here in tank vessels from Batoum
in the Black Sea, the seaport for the coal oil
from Baku in Russia, and would here com-
pete with the Standard Oil Company which
is & monopoly. That company deliversits «il
in England in tank vessels for five or six
ceuts a gallon. If iron was free we would
have the cheapest iron in the world to work
with. There will not be a single manufac-
tory closed. They will be increased to a very
large extent, because there are conditions
that prevail when that commercial policy
is put on a sound basis which will enable
us to compete as successfully in any market
of the world as Great Britain herself, as long
as we work on a protective policy the con-
ditions are altered. But place it on a level
with Great Britain give us the benefit of
cheap coal oil and cheap coal aad cheap iron,

for the prosection of our manufactures, and
you need not be afraid of Canada not
being able to hold her own. To that extent
I quite agree with the leader of the govern-
ment in saying that the Canadian people are
self reliant, but self reliance goes to the
winds when the halter or rope is tied round
the neck of a man or his legs are shackled,
there can be no self reliance then. Remove
the shackles and then the self reliance will
produce some result. I desire now to read
to the House an article that has been written
by my brother in Chicago which I see pub- -
lished in the issue of the Economist of the
11th March. My brother is the vice-pre-
sident of the First National Bank of Chicago.
He went into that bank 35 years ago, one of
five clerks, and he stands now next to the
top, next to the president of that bank, with
185 clerks under him. He stepped into the
vacancy created by Mr. Lyman Gage when
he became a member of President Mec-
Kinley’s cabinet.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Hear,
hear ; good for Canada.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—That is the record
of a Canadian. In addition to that, he has
been elected vice-president of the National
Bankers’ Association of the United States
for the state of Illinois. The representatives
of the financial world of the population of
70,000,000 people elected him as vice-presi-
dent for the great state of Illinois, where I
believe the greatest amount of banking busi-
ness is carried on of any state in the Union.
His bank is the largest in the west, and deals
largely in foreign exchange in connection
with the large export of farmers products.
I mention this to show that what he is talk-
ing about here, he is talking about from the
standpoint of a practical financial man, and
viewing the commercial policy of his country
from a financial standpoint, while I am view-
ing the policy of the government of Canada
from the standpoint of one of the workers in
the agricultural districts of our country. It is
not a very long article, and I think it is
worth while embodying it in our Hansard,
and, being my brother, I am sure hon. gen-
tlemen will have no objection to that :

To the Editor of the Economist :

Sir,—While so much is being said about imperial-
ism, expansion, open-door policy, freedom of trade,
&ec., I notice the keynote of the whole discussion is
the enlargement of our export trade, nothing being
said about the equally important matter of the en-
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largement of our iport trade. Exports without
Imports would rapidly imnpoverish a people. We are
congratulating ourselves at the present time upon our
arge surplus exports, and justly so, as it not only
means that as a nation our people are actively em-
Ployeq and that their labour is not only supplying all
of their own wants but is also supplying the demands
of other countries to an extent that the wisest of us a
€W years ago could not imagine or foretell ; to the
extent that the exports of the country are settled bK
an equivalent in imports, all is well, but when suc
€xports exceed imports to any large extent, and set-
tlements of balances growing therefrom have to be
effected in gold, the seeds of trouble in the future of
tmﬂie are sown. At the present time, being a debtor
hation, we are able to utilize a large part of our pre-
Sent credit balance in liquidation of debts due in
Oreign countries, and in the buying back of our own
8ecurities. The surplus then remaining has to be paid
U8 In gold, which 1s serviceable to us only in the arts
and sciences, in creating resources for future years
Whel) the balance of trade shall be on the other side
and in the accumulation of such stores of that metal
as may be profitably use¢ in finance and for the in-
Creasing demands for current circulation as money.
xport trade is undoubtedly most desirable and

Necessary, us it ineans that we are using all our
energies in producing those things that other pecple
Want over and above satisfying the wants of our own
People of such goods as are exported, but unless the
hation that wants can produce things that the other
desires, those wants will have to go unsatisfied from
1t8 inability to effect the exchange. .

Che first duty of a nation in the way of trade is to
satisfy most econumically the wants and necessities
ol its own people. Once these wants have been satis-

ed, traders finding an excess of goods on hand for
Which there is no demand at home then look abroad
to seek buyers outside the boundaries of their own
country, and especially in such states as are best able
to buy. " That ability to buy from us is brought about
10 the same way that our ability to sell to them is
and arises from the fact that such states have accum-
ulated a surplus of goods over and above what their
Own people require to sustain them with food, cloth-
Ing, and the other comforts of life.

or instance, Nation ‘“A” has a surplus of food

products, petroleum, machinery, &c., but a deficit o£
silks, velvets, cutlery, spices, &c., while Nation “B

a8 a surplus of the latter articles and n deficit of all
or some of the former. When such conditions pre-
vail, trade between *“ A ” and ‘“B” can be profitably
carried ¢n upon the most advantageous terms. Some-
times it happens to make the trade exchanges it re-
Quires the indirect assistance of “C” and “D
nations, as ‘‘ A” has something that **B” does not
Want, but that “ C " does, and * B” has something

hat neither *“A” nor *“C” wants, but “D” does,

¢., ad infinitumn. “Thus international trade, as it
exists to-day. was begun, and thus it is carried on.

If it takes the state of Illinois 1,000 hours of labour
to produce a crop of wheat worth, say, $100, and
1,500 hours of labour to produce clothing to an
amount equal to the same value, while in the state of
New York it requires 1,500 hours of labour to pro-
duce the same amount of wheat, but only 1,000 hours
©of labour to produce a like amount of clothing. Illi-
Nois, therefore, to produce her wheat and her cloth-
Ing, expends an energy of 2,500 hours of labour, while
New York does the same. Now, finding that Illinois
has facilities for sruducing wheat cheaper than New

ork, and that New York can manufacture clothing
cheaper than Illinois, is it not manifestly for the
Interest of both that Illinois should produce the
Wheat and New York the clothing? Would not each
State then have its wants for these two articles pro-
vided for by the labour of only 2,000 hours instead of

by the labour of 2,500 hours, which is necessary if both

produce each of these things themselves ?

At the present time our trade balance for the past
two years has been in the neighbourhood of about six
hundred million dollars a year in our favour; that is,
we have been giving of our labour to other countries
an evergy equal to the amount named without get-
ting in return anything that in itselr is conducive to
the comfort and welfare of our own people. Gold,
outside its use for liquidating debts and for its use in
the arts and sciences, is valueless to us, except for its
power to buy commodities necessary to sustain life
under the most comfortable conditions, and when
those commodities are bought they figure in our trade
reports as imports. If, as a people, we are able to
produce everything that we require and more too,
there is nothing that we should require to buy from
other nations, and the gold coming back in settlement
of such exports would be worthless to us and our ex-

nditure of labour to the above named extent would
{;: wasted, as far as we are concerned. I use the
word everything in 1the most co nprehensive manner,
meaning thereby ordinary and extraordinary wants,
luxuries, pictures, &c., and whatever is in any way
conducive to the highest development of the man-
hood of the nation.

Supposing that this surplus of exports not only con-
tinues in the future, but continues in an increasing
ratio, what would be the result? Would not the
ability of the importing countries to satisfy this large
surplus year in and year out soon become exhausted,
and as soor: as exhausted would not this surplus of ex-
ports of necessity cease?

It is self evident that if we were to import nothing
and export yearly for the next ten years say twelve
hundred million dollars, or a total value during that

riod of twelve thousand millions, the whole world

as not got gold enough to liquidate the debt, and, as
is later on shown, that vast sum would be absolutely
valueless to us and represents only a waste of energy
and impoverishment of our resovrces. Itisnot, there-
ore, correct that our power to export to other nations
must be commensurate to the power of those countries
to export to us?  We may have temporary deficits or
temporary surpluses from time to time, but the equili-
brium has sooner or later to be reached and our ability
to produce forothers inust be equaled by their ability
to produce for us.

It is necessary, therefore, in seeking markets for
what we have to sell, that we also seek markets in
which we may buy. Otherwise such trade relations
cannot long be mutually profitable, and will sooner or
later of necessity be gradually dissol\ed.

At the present all eyes are on China as a country
that can be exploited to ndvantage, and with that end
in view alliances are being created to compel the dvor
of trade to be kept wide open to all comers, the main
thought being that it should be kept wide open to
admit the product of outside unations; not thinking
of the natural counterpart of the proposition, namely,
that the doors of other nations should in like manner
be kept open to the Chinese.

If instead of keeping our doors wide open to admniit
her products, we fine ourselves by means of a heav
tariff on what we import from her, do we not curtail
to that extent our power to export goods that she
might otherwise take.

While China is undoubtedly a country rich in re-
sources, a large amount of such resources is lying
dormant and undeveloped. The wantsof the Chinese
in the Fast. have largely been supplied by the products
of the labour of their own people, and such things as
they could not produce they did without, with the
result that as a people they were illy fed, illy clad and
illy housed, and that as a country the people, perhaps,
are less well cared for, and, therefore, less prosperous
than those of almost any other nation, except those
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still lower in the scale of civilization than China is.
If we can by diplomacy, or otherwise, induce China
to open her doors to the commerce of the world, and
at the same time create within her boundaries a
general desire for those things which she does not

roduce, her merchants will soon point out the way

y which those wants will be supplied, namely, by
increasing her labour in creating things other countries
want, and that nature has ena%led her people to pro-
duce more economically than others can. lger people
will soon find that wheat flour and canned meats are
desirable things to have, and the desire will soon
become so strong that they will begin to labour harder
in order that they may be obtained. As soon as one
want i8 supplied another will be created, and so im-
ports and exports will go hand in hand to the benefit
of all concerned. As her people become hetter fed
and better clad they will be better fitted to provide
for the wants of other countries, and thus by the pro-
duction of increased labour will be able to purchase in
an increasing degree such things as are desirable for
her and that ocgler countries can advantageously
furnish,

It is often said that a country that exports most
largely and imports least is the one that is regarded
as the most prosperous. It appears to me that general
prosperity to all countries is greatest when' exports
and 1imports most nearly balance each other as there
is in the case no waste energy in the way of labour for
the purchase of things not wanted.

_As a general proposition, rubject, however, to indi-
vidual exceptions, under similar conditions it may be
stated that anything that unduly inures to the benefit
of one party operates to the injury of the other. If,
therefore, unduly large exports are of gre .t advantage
to one country tgey are apt to be dewvrimental to the
other. Trade cannot long be carried on under such
unegual conditions thongh the one country for the
time may seem to be faring well under it. Such a
case would seem well to illustrate the story in the
fable where *¢ the countryman deliberatelg' killed the
goose that laid the golden egg,” as after the impover-
1shment of its valued customer trade would soon find
that it would have been wiser to have so treated him
that the power to trade would have bLeen fostered
instead of destroyed.

It is at present advantageous to us to have the large
yearly trade balance in our favonr which we now en-
Joy, because we are debtors for foreign loans con-
tracted in the past. When this debt is satisfied,
credit balances are only serviceable or useful asa
reserve with which to liquidate future unfavourable
balances when crops fail and exports ate insutficient
to meet the larger imports of such goods as are neces-
sary to our welfare.

While I have stated that trade is on the best fuoting
when the outgoing trade and incoming trade are of
nearly e:gual value, as there is no loss of energy on
either side, the history of England affords an example
of a country prospering under adverse trade balances ;
that is, balances created by an excess of imports over
exports, and it is claimed that by so doing che is
taking advantage of the energy of other nations to
help to sustain her. The man whose yearly income is
ﬁreat.er than his outgo is surely in better shape than
he whose position is reversed. "The nation is like the
individual. The nation that has a large export
balance year by year or whose outgo is larger than
its income is by parity of reasoning less well off than
the one whose yearly income of imports is larger than
its outgo of exports. Of course, in the tirst case there
is an income of gold to settle the trade balance, but if
that gold is useless, except in the arts and sciences, T
maintain that my statement is correct. It is, of
course, assumer that all debts have already been
liquidated and all wants supplied by the labour of the
country in question and by such labour of other coun-

tries as was necessary to supply the amounts of goods
hose countries contributed.

Where no trade balance is involved the labour ser-
vice of a country is just sufficient for its wants. When
it has a large credit balance more labour is used,
because in addition to supplying its own wants it has
also to supply the labour necessary to produce the
exports creating that balance, that balance being
useless to it. When it has a debit balance less labour
is used because other nations suppiy the labour re-
quired to produce the imports creating that balance.

As the amount of labour involved in the supfly of
the wants of a country is the cost of the living of that
country, therefore the country that uses the smallest
amount of energy to supply the greatest amount of
wants, comforts, luxuries, &c., necessary to produce
the highest stardard of physical and mental man-
hood, 18 in all respect the most prosperous of all the
nations of the earth. .

The Duke of Argyle in his ¢ Unseen Foundations
of Society "’ defines wealth as ‘* the possession in com-

rative abundance of things which are objects of
ﬁ?xman desire not ubtainable without some sacrifice or
some exertion, and which are accessible to men able
as well as anxious to acquire them.”

According to this definition, the United States of
America is, perhaps, the wealthiest nation upon earth,
as it probably contiins ‘‘more things which are
objects of human desire ” than any other country, but
these things are only wealth provided they are objects
of desire by those able and willing to acquire them.
If the power to acquire these things is destroyed,
wealth disappears and the objects desired remain in
the possession of the original owner, who is unable to
use them because he has already a superabundance.
If this definition is correct, is not a nation wise to
aid the power of tho people of outside countries to
acquire rather than by unwise greed on the part of its
own people to destroy that power which 1s of such
vital interest to 1t ?

Suppose that the labour of thestate of Illinois is at
present just sufficient to provide for the wants of its
people, aggregating a value of a thousand dollars per
capita yearly, and depends entirely upon its wants
being supplied within its own boundaries. Now,
finding that its neighbours in Pennsylvania and other
states can produce certain desirable things cheaper
than Illinois can, such as stoves, oil, glass, machinery,

! &=., and that Illinois can produce meat, grain, &c.,

cheaper than they can, und after a trial of an inter-
change thus brought about, find that 75 per cent of
1llinois labour useg directly for Illinoir wants valued
as before at 8750 and 25 per cent of labour used in
exports to Pennsylvania in exchange for imports from
that state has produced in Ill'nvis a value of $350 per
capita on account of the ability of Pennsylvania to
furnish the things which she exports to us on a more
favourable basis than we can produce them, it ascer-
tains that the same energy used which forn.erly pro-
duced only a thousand dollars per capita does now,
by this interchange, produce $1,100 per capita, 1lli-
nois exported $250 of labour and imported $350 of
labour for it, the imports exceeding the exports by
$100 per capita, and the State 1s the richer for
it.

Now, supposing that Illinois, finding this inter-
change so profitable, enlarges her sphere in this re-
spect, increases in energy and exports 7H per cent of
lahour products, and imports only 50 per ceut of value
in exchange, she has a trade balance in her favour of
8300 per capita. which is paid tor in gold. how
much better off 18 she ? She has increased her energy
by harder labour than was otherwise necessary, and
for that increase has received in return $300 per capita
in gold, but a8 the energy first displayed was suffi-
cient to supply her necessities, the gold received is
valueless tu her as long as she keeps up the same
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energy for the sanie purpose, and the surplus of
enfi‘rgy produced by her is only a waste.

he trade of this country for the past fifty yem
a8 compiled by treasury officials is as follows :

EXPORTS.

... $26,685,900,0600
2,142,800,000
1,072,501,000

Merchandis
Gold. .
Silver

C eeeseeee.o. ... 1,141,100,000

Total imports..... .....

thThus we find that during this period, ending with
© year 1898, our exports of not only merchandise,

ut of gold and silver as well, exceed our corres-
Ponding 1mports by the vast sum of of $3,381,900,000
and according to this theory that excess exports is
only wasteq energy or loss.

GEORGE D. BouLroN.

Bearing upon the argument he uses I
would draw the attention of hon. gentlemen
to the fact that our exports for the past few
years have been exceeding the imports,
When returning imports are stimulated by

rrowing they only represent so much debt
¢reated, but when the nation is living within
1ts income excess of imports represents the
profits of the international trade.

Those who wish to see what movement is
going on in the United States in the discus-
810n of u similar question to the one which I
am dealing with, you willfind this article very
Interesting reading. He is of course present-
Ing the case from a personal and practical
standpoint, but speaks as one in authority in
that nation of 70 millions of people. I am
quite satisfied that there is a movement in
the United States to-day that will bring
about the very results for which he is
arguing. How far that result is removed
from the present it is impossible for us to
Say. What we have to do is simply to
regard ourselves. I see in Great Britain
there is an agitation to go back to the old
Policy of protection. How far that policy
has taken hold of or is likely to take hold of
Phe people it is impossible for us to say, but
it T understand anything of protection it is
essentially a selfish policy, and if a campaign
should be instituted in England for the pur-
Pose of restoring the protective duties that
Prevailed prior to 1846, the protection will
be put on not for the benefit of Canada, Aus-
tralia, the United States or any other coun-
try, but for the British population themselves

If T understand anything of protection that
is what will result if it takes hold of the
people of Great Britain. The people of Ire-
land will not want to see the cattle of Canada
coming in to compete with theirs. The wheat
growers of England will want the full
benefit of protection and so it goes on. If
it came to theinstitution of such a policy as
I have heard spoken of and argued for, to
include Canada and other portions of the
British Empire in the same protective circle,
the people of Great Britain would say no,
we are not going to open the door to Canada
which has always maintained the tax of 30
per cent against our trade. They will take
a practical business-like view of the question.
They will say the market of the United
States is a market of 70 millions of people,
while the market of Canada is a market of
five millions of people, both countries are
taking us alike. The productive power of the
United States in relation to ours is as seventy
to five, with a greater variety of production.
The people of England could not, without
being retaliated upon and without making
enemies of the people of the United States
(which isthevery last thing they would like to
do) close the door against the United States
andopen it to Canadasolong as both countries
are acting in the same way. But it would be
entirely different if the .people of Canada
instituted a policy of their own favourable
to Great Britain, opening our doors first to
them in order that they might trade freely
in Canada, the same as we trade with one
another, the same as they already give ue,
We cannot afford, in our present condition,
to open the door to the United States
excepting upon a reciprocal basis, and that is
almost impossible to obtain from them, be-
cause it would be an abandonment of the
protective policy, and when they abandon
that it is going to be on some broader
basis than reciprocity with five millions of
people on their northern border. That is
the position which exists in our trade
relations with Great Britain and the United
States. We want to place ourselves in a.
position to trade with Great Britain and to
turn our trade into such channels that it will
be impossible for the people of Great Britain
to discriminate against us, but will rather be
in their interest to include us in any policy
that they may see fit to pursue in the future
if we choose to accept that position. Now,
what is the policy between the two parties
at the present moment.  The Conservative
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policy, as I understand it from the hon.
leader of this House, is reciprocity with
Great Britain. What is the policy of the
Liberal party ? Reciprocity with the United
States. They are both impracticable policies.
Both policies are simply an attempt to draw
the wool over the eyes of the people of Can-
ada. The Conservative party says, just wait
now and we will have England put on a tax
in favour of Canada. It may be twenty-five
years before that could take place. What
we are discussing is what is good for the
people of Canada to-day. The Liberal party
are saying we are negotiating with the people
of the United States ; wait until the negotia-
tions are ended ; we will get reciprocity
with the United States. They are drawing
the wool over the eyes of the people of Can-
ada from that standpoint.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY —The Prime Minister
says they do not want reciprocity.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—TI dare say he has
found from his visit to Washington that it
is impossible to get it. However, that is
the policy that I judge them by to-day.
That is the policy they apparently have
been pursuing. The one is as impracticable
as the other. 'We cannot ask 40,000,000 to
alter their policy for the benefit of Canada
when their enormous trade is with the
world. The trade of Canada, I think, only
represent three or four per cent of the trade
they carry on with the rest of the world,
therefore, it is not likely that anything we
may do will influence them to change their
policy. There may be some turn among
themselves that will lead them to change
their policy. I am pointing out to the hon.
gentlemen the advantages that would flow
from opening the doors to Great Britain,
that they may trade freely. We would
then be in a position to develop our North-
west country, our agricultural regions and
everything else would profit by it. I see in
the public press that lands in Prince
Edward County, south of Belleville are
quoted at a low price. The resources of
Canada have been so reduced that the value
of land in a populous part of the country in
an improved fruit growing region has been
reduced to a low figure.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-—Where is that ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON_—1In Prince Ed-
ward County.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—T know land in the

west of Ontario is $70 and 880 an acre.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I am only quo-
ting what I see in the public press.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I¢ is $25 in my
district.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—What kind of land
is sold at $25 an acre in Prince Edward
County ¢

Hon. Mr. BOULTON —I do not know.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY 1t is worth $20 to
$‘25 in Assiniboia.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I doubt your
figures, for last year you purchased a part
of your farm for %3 an acre, and I have no

doubt you would sell out if you could get
$25 an acre. All I want to point out is
‘thab the prosperity of farmers is gauged
| entirely by the value of their land. It isa
fair criterion of what the producing capacity
of the land is. The result remains the
same, that we are reducing the value of
those very resources that creates the wealth
of Canada. If we were to admit British
trade absolutely free here, as I was saying
before, England has to go abroad for a por-
tion of her iron ore, she would have easily
come over here instead of going to other
countries for it. 'We could supply her with
iron ore of various kinds from Lake Super-
ior, Nova Scotia and Quebec. We might
be supplying a million tons of iron ore and
contributing to the twenty-two or twenty-
three millions of tons she requires. Com-
pare the wealth of Canada by the distribu-
tion of a million tons of iron ore, the gross
production of our raw material at 84 a
ton, with a production of 77,000 tons of
'iron. Compare the two one with the other
and say where the practical resultsare going
to follow. Recollect that will go on in
every production of our country. The
farmer is more interested in a policy of that
kind than in any protective policy, that the
government may think is for their benefit.
The protective policy, that is the policy of
the leading citizens of Montreal and Toronto
so far as any evidence we have of their
movements is concerned, is initiated simply
because a large number of their citizens
have their investments made in factories
under joint stock companies. It is to

preserve these interests that they consider
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Protection necessary for the country. But

can assure the hon. gentlemen that the
Practical experience we gather from the
world at large, and from reading what is
accomplished under the free trade policy of
Great Britain, that they need not be at all
afraid that their investments will suffer. If
they desire to sell out and do not wish to
take the risk of competition they will very
Soon get purchasers.

. here are one or twoother questions men-
tioned in the Speech to which I should like
to refer. One is the plebiscite. I have
always been outspoken on the question of
Plebiscite, T opposed it when it was in this
HOuse and spoke and wrote against it when
1t was before the people of the North-west,

ecause I conscientiously believe that any-
thing like a prohibition of the sale of liquor
Would be a direct injury to the people of the
country. It would be a law that would not

respected, and it is a most unwise thing

or any country or any government to impose
2 law on the people that is not likely to be
respected. It is demoralizing to the popula-
%ion in the worst way. So far as the attitude
of the Premier is concerned, he has taken
the only statesmanlike attitude he could
take in refusing to put a prohibitory law on
the statute-book. He has acted in strict
accordance with sound principles of govern-
'went under democratic institutions under
the British constitution. There is a differ-
ence between democratic institutions under
the constitution of the United States and
e democratic institutions of Canada under
t‘he British constitution. In the United
tates it has been the principle of their
Bovernment to give a law to any section of
the people that asks it, provided they can
Show any kind of a vote in its favour. They
Say, tuke the law, do with it what you can,
quite regardless as to whether it was going to

@ observed or not. The result is the popula-
tlon of the United States have grown up with
a diSPespect, for law or order, when it suited
them to do so. That is quite evident by
reading their public press. We in Canada

O not regard the principles of government
Under our democratic institutions in that
Way. We build up precedent upon precedent
and take time and give the people ample
Yime to understand what the effect of the
3w is going to be, what its requirements
are, and keep it from the statute-book
until the people have thoroughly made up
their mind that the law is a wise one to

enact, and that when it is enacted, it will
not only be respected by the people but that
the government will have power to enforce
it. That is the position in which I think
the question stands. So far as the plebis-
cite vote is concerned, the vote as mentioned
in the Railway Committee rooms to-day by
the Temperance Alliance, they confessed was
a very disappointing one. The plebiscite has
done this much good that it has convinced
all reasonable and sensible men who attach
themselves to the temperance movement
that the prohibitory law is impossible at the
present moment whatever may come in the
future and that event T helieve will be
longer off. The vote that was polled, I
gather, was less under the Dominion plebis-
cite than it was under the provincial plebis-
cite taken a few years ago. In the state of
Maine I see there has been a failure of pro-
hibition. Quite lately they have wiped the
prohibition party off the state ticket in con-
sequence of the very small vote their people
poll now, and I read it is on the boards that
the law i3 to be repealed in the state of
Maine. That is the result of prohibition.
For a number of years its working demoral-
ized a large number of people and lessens
respect for law in that state. It only shows
how impossible it is to keep an Act upon a
statute-book that has no practical effect and
how unwise it is to enact it. Not only that,
but we have that quotation in the Bible, a
book I endeavour to take as my guide, which
says the last stage of that man shall be
worse than the first. After you have tried
prohibition and demoralize the population
and the people repeal it, the temperance
people have lost ground in consequence of
their agitation to put a law of that
kind on the statute-book before the people
are ready to receive it or to respect it.
The ministers from vhe province of Quebec
have been criticised for publicly opposing
the plebiscite, I must say I had a good
deal of sympathy with them. Their pro-
vince has an enormous coast line open to
the smuggler and they would be quite aware
of the impossibility of controlling him under
a prohibitory liquor law, which is really free
trade in liquor if you evade the law. What
can be more demoralizing to a population ?
Those who have the real interests of the
people at heart could not regard it as a wise
law. Then there are a large number of
people who do not believe in the right of a
section of the people controlling their habits
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or freedom by legislation when they are in-
offensive to the public. I would suggest as
a measure of reform for the temperance peo-
ple to consider, and that is that the govern-
ment should control the manufacture and
sale of spirits throughout Canada, leaving
wine and beer to the trade. That would be
a practical step in temperance reform and
would not be objectionable if it could be
properly conducted, which there is no reason
to fear. It only requires an honesty of pur-
pose in the government and their officials.
There are only eight distilleries, the govern-
ment could purchase them and continue the
manufacture and sale throughout the coun-
try, not to withdraw it from public use, but
to check the evils connected with its con-
sumption and keep it under control.

There is another question which is not
mentioned in the speech but which is a
practical question, so far as this House is
concerned—that is the proposed reform of
this honourable body.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—You
had better leave that for another day.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I think this is a
very good time to discuss it. There is noth-
ing delicate in the subject, and there is no
reason why we should not express our
opinions and see what effect the proposed
change would have upon the constitution of
the country. We find that not only has the
Premier brought into public discussion the
question of the reform of the Senate, but an
effort has been made to array the provinces
under the same standard. My conception
of the constitution of the counvry is this,
that the Senate was wisely created an inde-
pendent body at confederation, that the con-
stitution of Canada is merely an extension of
the British constitution. The constitution
of Canada is identically the same as the con-
stitution of the United Kingdom ; the con-
stitution of each province in Canada is iden-
tically the same as the constitution of Canada
and Great Britain. There is a chain of con-
nection between the various governing bodies
that rests upon a very sound and safe basis.
The powers may be defined as Imperial,
National and Provincial with perfect
freedom within their specified limits.
The object of the British constitution is to
have an independent check upon hasty or
improper legislation, that the government of
the country is merely the mouthpiece of i's

supporters, and if a sufficient number of sup-
porters can be elected, out of which the cabi-
net are selected, which have improper designs
upon the treasury or upon the resources of
the country or for class or corporate legis-
lation, it is most necessary, especially in
a large country like this, that there
should be an independent check which is the
strength of any government, no matter how
parties may vary in either chamber of
the House. The people of Canada when the
question as to the abolition of the Senate
or of the undermining of the Senate is
brought before them, the result of the dis-
cussion among themselves will be that an
independent body in Canada is very esential
to the safety of the country and the consti-
tution and to the wisdom of the laws to be
put on the statute-book. That is the way
I feel with regard to the constitution of the
Senate. So far as the motions that the pro-
vincial governments have passed are con-
cerned, I think they are an interference and
a very unwise step, got up more for a Liberal
catch cry to distract the attention of the
people. I should like to quote two or three
expressions of opinion in regard to the upper
chambers—Oliver Cromwell upon whom
devolved the responsibility of reviving the
Parliament he had destroyed was urged to
revive it without an Upper House. His
reply was that a Parliament unchecked by
an Upper House could perpetuate its power
subsersive to the constitutional liberty of the
people. President Thiers upon whoindevolved
the responsibility of creating a constitution
for France, in 1870, after the Commune,
put it on record that he would Anglicize the
French constitution if he had his way. Mr,
Leckie, M.P., in the Imperial House of
Commons, and Historian, is quoted as saying:
Of all forms of government the despotism
of a single elected and democratic chamber
seems to be about the worst ; and lastly we
have the celebrated saying of John Burns
the labour leader upon his return of a tour
through the United States, with their
elective upper chambers: Give me Albert
Edward, limited, rather than the so-called
freedom in the United States. And Sir
Richard Cartwright seems to have returned
from Washington lately with much the
same view, as cowpared with the British
constitution. The Ontario Legislature dis-
pensed with an Upper House ; the national
government imposed no penalty on them,
offered no opinion, and did not interfere
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Wflth them in any way whatever. The result
Of the resolution which they passed lately
;)\‘,ni the subject is not worth the paper
sti : Written upon 80 far as having any con-
o Utional or official effect. It has no way
o reaching the Imperial Government in an
oy clal way, except the stereotype answer

atsuch a communication has been received.
b can only reach the Imperial Government
'Jhl‘ough
cabinet _of Canada. Any official com-
Dlunication to be made to the Imperial
YOvernment requires to be in the form of a
10nt address of both Houses of the Parlia-
:lem' of Canada which may contain or be
bccompﬂmed by a provincial representation
gt, .t'he consent of the Senate has to be
OOtained before such a joint address can be
sent there. When a joint address is sent

ere, I think the policy of the Imperial
¢ OVernment is to recognize that we are a
is Oroughly self-governing people that there
" 10 necessity for concurrent legislation on

€Ir part and whatever we desire or wish
or will be carried out by the Imperial

Overnment quite irrespective of any policy
¢ '€y may have in view—as I understand the
tirend of their ideas, they go in that direc-
in‘m‘that, we are a completely self-govern-

8 Gommunity that the relation of the
r"llP@:nal Government to Canada is as the
€lation of the Canadian Government to the
5;'0"_"106}8. The Senate is the guardian of pro-
I.ellcuen.l Interests in their national life—the

Presentatives of the contracting provinces
st:Ught it essential to guard their future
o 'US and the basis of their compact with
«® another by creating an independant
Shate as a guardian of national rights.
&llm Benate would he false to its trust to

OW that independence to be impaired. A
Provineial representation to the Imperial
OVeroment against the disruption of the
9 tbe constitution of the Senate by this
atliament would have to be heard and
reSpected, but a provincial representation
wi estroy it would be unconstitutional
lth(_)ut the co-operation of this Parliament.
© Imperial Government has not only the
fgwﬁl‘ but it is its duty to veto any legisla-
Btitr,! that we may pnss that is of an uncon-
im Utional character or which threatens the

Palrment or disruption of the Empire.
€y have the right and would have the
Pport of every part of the Einpire in veto-
8 any such legislation, but where it only

su
in

the Governor General and the’

affects us individually as a nation my own
impression is that the trend of the Imperial
policy is in the direction that I have men-
tioned, to give the freest possible scope for
the people of the British Empire to carry
out in their own way their own destiny and
their own designs so long as it does not in-
terfere with the constitution or is not likely
to impair or lead to the disruption of the
British Empire. I took the opposite ground
in discussing the bill to appoint a temporary
speaker. The hon. member for Barrie, and
I think one or two others, did the same in
opposition to the opinion of the Premier, Sir
John Abbott. The Act giving the power
received the concurrent legislation of the
British North America Act, but a communi-
cation appeared in the cabled press to the
effect that it was an undue precaution. I
should like to see the constitution of all self
governing parts of the Empire stick close
to the British constitution. Now, that is
the opinion that I hold. T would say to the
people of Canada from ten years experience
in this House that the Senate is a most
valuable adjunct to the legislation of the
country for their protection ofth eir liberties
and to insure sound legislation, and that
even to attempt to alter its constitution by
an appeal to the Imperial Parliament would
be a useless bit of legislation—that we have
the power within ourselves to build up prece-
dent after precedent and work out our own
career by experience as it occurs to us from
one day to another. We have within our-
selves at the present moment the right to
hold a conference of the two Houses and
it is quite possible that it may be necessary
for us to utilize that power. ~Supposing the
Dominion Government was to make use of
the budget in order to get outside of the in-
fluence of this Senate by including things in
that budget which heretofore have always
come as separate enactments before this hon-
ourable House ; ina case of that kind it might
benecessary for the Senate toask fora confer-
ence with the government, but to ask power
to have the constitution amended so that the
House of Commons or the government can
force the Senate to a conference, that is
quite a different thing. The majority of a
House containing 215 members as against a
majority of a House containing only 80
members would be out of all proportion and
would stultify the founders of Canadian
nationality, who determined to stick close to
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the principles of the constitution under
which they had attained to their natinnal
life.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The majority in the
House of Commons, if the country was not
decidedly one way—that is assuming the
vote was a fair vote and the constituencies
fairly constituted—mightbe very small. The
difference in numbers could not alter the
majority.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—But supposing it
was the other way-—supposing there was a
majority of fifty or sixty in favour of the
government in the House of Commons, or
even a majority of thirty five, they could
outvote any majority in this House at any
time.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Does my hon. friend
think, if one or the other party should
give way, that the House elected by the
people and having a large majority in favour
of the government should give way !

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—That is the Bri-
tish constitution, and the best of men in
dealing with the public affairs of the people
require & wholesome check in framing laws
for the good government of the people.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—No, because under
the British constitution the government
may increase the number.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—That power has
been used on rare occasions, but in our case
the government would have to bring for-
ward some injury that the Senate has done
to Canada and the Canadian people before
they could persuade the Canadian people
that it was wise to take away their indepen-
dent powers. The whole value of the Senate
is in its independent power.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—It does not take it
away.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—TI beg pardon, sir,
I do not agree with the hon. gentleman. We
know very well that in the British Parlia-
ment there have been questions brought up
and sent to the House of Lords where they
have been thrown out year after year. Some
matters have even gone before the House of
Lords for twenty years and never found a
resting place, and some of them were popular.
But the whole object of the Senate is to
throw back upon the people, to bring to the

notice of the people the sort of legislation the
government intends to put upon the statute-
book, and the people in their domestic rela-
tions must turn these questions over in their
minds and become thoroughly imbued with
what is right or wrong, and so far as this
honourable House to-day is concerned, I do
not think there is a more fairly repre-
sentative body of all classes than we
have in this House to-day. There is no
inferiority mentally or otherwise. There
are some people who are so foolish
as to criticize weaknesses of one or two
members, and others to throw ridicule
upon the body as a whole. But I will
just say to those people that to criticize one
of the hon. gentlemen who comes into this
House with a clear brain and a good record
and an honourable career, to say that he
has to be wheeled into this House in his
chair, and for that reason expose him to
ridicule, as T understand has been the case
in one public journal, T would call their
attention to the Scripture and remind them
of the fate of those who mocked the prophet
Elisha in ancient times. It is on a par
with that. So far as the constitution of
the Senate is concerned, I have nothing to
complain of in my relations. I have found
the members are endowed with a large
amount of legislative experience more than
exists at times in the House of Commons,
and are fairly representative of Canadian
life. All that we have to do is to fulfil the
duties of our position honourably.

There is another question which T wish
to bring before the attention of the
government, in which I have a personal
interest, myself, and that is the question
of the repatriation of the 100th regi-
went, which I had an opportunity of dis-
cussing in this House at one time and
another. As hon. gentlemen know, I wasa
member of the 100th regiment in 1858, and
joined a regiment that was raised in Canada
at that time. It is forty-one years now
since we marched out of Canada to take our
place in the Imperial service. That regi-
ment was not recruited in Canada after its
formation, and it has lost its identity in its
Canadian features, although at the unani-
mous voice of the regiment itself they plead-
ed when territorial districts were formed that
they might have the title Royal Canadian
still a portion of their designation. As hon.
gentlemen know there was a large petition
sent home two years ago to the Prince of
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Wal?s’ after whom the regiment was called,
g:a'(];mg that a depot wight be established
reoj““dda for the purpose of recruiting the
m::;u?nt, here, to keep it up to its establish-
and n order that we might have a distinct
ond ntllltllve reglm(?nt in the Imperial service,
establ; at we might have also the depot
on th ‘Zhed In some part of Canada to carry
o atrecruiting, and that a place or places
cruit?n&da might be established for the re-
Sionalng of th‘at. regiment, and for the occa-
quartering of the regiment in Canada.

a.ru:S gone on for years, and there has beena
it bI ;@Ou{lt of correspondence %n regard to
eca ring it up in my address this afternoon
th }l:.se We are arriving at a critical point in
© history of the question. The Imperial
Overnment have, so far as they could in
" :\r  Power, shown a disposition to meet
efOV’eWS of those who brought this question
peti:‘e the Imperial authorities in a large
of t) 100 which was signed by hon. members
ar 1e House, signed by members of the last
) n"&“\enb and the present Parliament,
o Ee ef from one end of Canada to the other,
got.t,g the largest petitions which has been
from ;‘hup- Ihe_ expression of public opinion
cie ose high in military authority is suffi-
1t I think for the governwent of Canada
inﬁzct upon, but there appears to be some
it is ence of one kind or another, whether
in Jealousy on the part of the organization
partanﬂda or whether it is jealousy on the

se:r:"‘fe I canaot say. However, it has been
eg‘ﬁ‘g fire for some time. I will read to
taken Ol‘lse some communication that bas
Mong E};‘we In the Imperial House of Com-
mont} at was raised d})rmg the present
ise 1 when the army estimates were up for
Ussion. Tt is in the London Standard of

N March, which has just arrived. The
Xtract reads :

ngrrioAmOld Foster asked the Under Secretary for
the 100tm3' e an announcement as to the destinies of
h regiment.

&b?)g;' ‘3:3 ‘]\IDHAM—The hon. wember had asked

Ins 00th regiment—Royal Canadians. The
sta:i’gfxt;’f, General's report stated that recruiting
8uch 4 ¢}, ad been opened, but the results were of
hot ¢, d'aracte".that he (Mr. Wyndham) preferred
he hag hecu®s this experiment at “this stage because
ﬂchievedoped for much more than the results already
&ttendantwould lead them to attain. If the results
€XPacteq }‘I‘PQ" their efforts were not so good as they
Patience, ' 5 " 25 it favour of the exercise of a little
unt;] i“’)nnd against the discussiun of the matter
iti 2d something to show. They wished that
e&sur: g should go on in Canada, and that the
be meg, e C@nada to assist Tmperial forces should
alf way, and that we shou d adapt our system

of military organizations in the British g

to meet Canadian aspirations. They would proceed
carefully to see if they could get to any cummon
ground with Canada and of that he did not despair.

We are indebted to Mr. Arnold Foster for
championing this important question in the
Imperial Parliament. T am very glad indeed
that he has drawn that statement from Mr.
Wyndham, which is satisfactory, except as to
the statement he made there as regards the
recruiting. I have not heard of any recruiting
station or any effort being made at recruiting
for the 100th regiment. I am sorry the
statement is put in that way that there
should be any failure on the part of Canada
to furnish the recruits, they certainly will
not be obtained without some practical
effort. We have in the United States
army during the past year I think some-
thing like 2,000 Canadians who enlisted,
which shows that the love of military
adventure is very dear to them. I saw
a friend from Winnipeg who has come back
from there reports that there are a great
number of Canadians in the American army
in Manilla and he said in one company con-
sisting of one hundred men there were thirty-
eight Canadians. That shows that there is
no want of material of those who would like
to enlist. While that has been going on
there has not been the slightest effort made
in the western part of Canada, nor as far as
I have heard even in the province of Nova.
Scotia of any attempt of a practical kind to.
et any recruits for this regiment at all, and,
therefore, 1 hope the Imperial Government.
will not go upon any statement of that kind
that has been given to Mr. Arnold Foster.
Here is some private correspondence that I
have in regard to the same matter, in which
a friend of mine writes to me and says :

All the home service papers, the Times, and all the.
great English papers have loyally supported and ad-
vocated the move most warmly.  How awful it would
be for the Dominion to have the finger of scorn and
ridicule pointed at her by the whole Empire, for get-
ting up such a large and very representative petition
from all parts of the Dominion for the restoration of
the 100th, and then backing out of it, because no city
or town in Canada will come forward with a few pal-
try thousand dollars for the erection of ordinary bar-
racks or prov1din§ equivalent housing for the regi-
ment, which is to have its ranks tilled with their own
flesh and blood. The 11 ove for repatriation is known
all over the world, and has been spoken about and re-
ferred to in all the service journals and papers of the
great powers. What a bad effect it \\"ou{d have on
our other colonies, who are watching its progress, if it
fell through ! If Canada backs out of it after all her
many professions of loyalty and repeated offers in men
to assist, in our various campaigns, how do you sup-

ose people in the old country will think of her?
?{,«collecc, also, that if the Dominion backs out of it,
her reasons will be given out in the Imperial Senate.
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Mind you, the fact that for years past young Cana-
dians have been juining the United States service,
does not absolve our Imperial authorities from the
blame of not having provided the facilities to enable
such men to enlist in the British service. Long-headed
people at home have written aad pointed this out for
a long, long time. As I said before, it is bad for
Canada that her rovii g young men should enlist under
the Stars and Stripes. Judging by all one reads and
hears about service under * Uncle Sam,” it cannot be
compared with the substantial benefits of the British
service. The more one thinks of it, the more scandal-
ous it is to think of the British army literally etarving
for a sufficient supply of recruits, and yet all this
magnificent colonial *“ bone and muscle ” is allowed to
go off and enlist under an alien flag! I will not go
over the old ground of the daily increasing advantages
of the Imperial service, further than to let you know
that even privates on the lowest rate of pay now re-
ceive from $1.75 a week upwards, to do absolutely
what they like with; and, of course, non-commis-
sioned officers, bandsmen, and men with good conduct
badges get a great deal more in addition to their
clothing and maintenance. And then consider the
easy work they have! Will you kindly tell me how
much * pocket money ” the ordinary farm hand or
labourer has wherewith to enjoy himself after payin
all his keep and other expenses at the end of eacg
week of hard work ? Has he free medical attendance
and an up-to-date first-rate hospital to fall back on
when ill or injured like the soldier? Has he the com-
forts of a reading room, gymnasium, and all the ad-
juncts which go to improve his condition ?

There is another letter from the Broad
Arrow which I would also like to embody in
this correspondence which is flattering to
Canada but nevertheless true. The letter
reads:

There is in Canada a deep rooted patriotisin of the
very highest character. Canadian patriotism is not
merely a selfish regard for Canada herself, but the far
wider and more noble spirit of true Imperialism.
Canada is indeed responsible, more than any portion
of Her Majesty’s dominions, for the re-awakening of
the British nation to a true sense of its interests and
its respensibilities. Good men and true have worked
individually for this great matter here in Great
Britain, but it is in Canada that the revival of
Tinperial Ratriotism first bore fruit amongst the people
atlarge. The Canadian Pacific Railway demonstrated
in concrete form a dawning genius for better things.
That railway was the first stepping stone towards the
establishment of organized co-operation for Imperial
defence. That which was once looked upon as the
idle dreaming of exuberant enthusiasts has taken
shape and is plainly visible. Imperial federation, the
goal upon which our eyes are fixed, is s.ill distant, but
we are daily drawing nearer and nearer to it, and
before very long we shall actually reach it. But
whenever that great day comes, a day so pregnant
with beneficial results not only for the Anglo-Saxon
race but for all the world, let us never forget that it
was the example of Canada which served to maintain
the loyalty of our colonies at a time when imbeciles at
home were saying ‘‘ perish India, perish the colonies.”

That is pretty strong writing for one of
our Imperial military journals. There is
another article in the Ottawa Free Press of
two or three days ago to show how the
opinion in Canada is shaping itself. The
arvicle reads :

Some discussion arose in the Imperial House of
Commons a few days ago concerning the former 100th

Royal Canadian Regiment. Mr. Arnold Foster very
properly asked why the regiment should not be per-
mitted to resume its own name, thus meeting the
publicly expressed wishes of the Canadian people,
and give a strong incentive to recruiting in the Domi-
nion. He reasonably contended that to wait before
the request was complied with until sutficient recruits
were raised it this country would be to put the cart
before the horse. It isto be regretted that Ottawa
has not exhibited more zeal in the direction of supply-
ing accommodation for the regiment, and obtaining
the headquarter establishment as suggessted some
time ago in these columns. There has been such a
degree of apathy witnessed that it is no wonder if the
Imperial authorities interpret it as national indif-
ference and act accordingly.

Those are some public expressions of opi-
nion from amongst numerous ones that have
appeared in regard to this question. The
British service is one of the most honourable
services there is in the world ; it has attained
a degree of perfection and comfort for the
soldiers engaged in it beyond anything that
the world has ever known. You have only
to look at the results of the British service
with the reconquering of the Soudan, with
its enormous mileage covered and its inland
character, conducted successfully carried to
a successful conclusion for an expenditure
of one million pounds, I think—I forget
whether it is one million or five million
pounds, but if my memory serves me one
million pounds represents the cost of last
years campaign, which resulted in the over-
throw of the tyrannical and obstructive rule
of the Mahdi in the Upper Nile, compare
that with the expenditure of the American
army in Cuba, of something like one hun-
dred or one hundred and fifty million dollars.
That would show the power of organization
and the great prestige that has followed the
footsteps of the British army. The British
Government have been most kind and
generous in the openings they have made for
Canadian officers to join the Imperial army,
and I have the proud distinction to say, on
behalf of the Canadian in Egypt, the success
that Captain Girouard, of the Royal Engi-
neers, the son of Judge Girouard of the
Supreme Court, has met with in Egypt.
He was selected by General Kitchener
for the purpose of constructing and tak-
ing charge of the railway that was con-
structed under his direction as part of
the military operations of the force. Gen-
eral Kitchener would have no other, and
he would allow no other officer to be placed
above him. The result has been that he
has most successfully carried out the opera-
tions that were connected with the railway
service in connection with the force, and he
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has been appointed president of the railway
System of KEgypt at a salary of 2,000 pounds
a year. There is a young Canadian not more
than thirty-five or thirty-six years who has
€arned that honourable, responsible and remu-
Derative position, at the hands of the British
Overnment. I can mention many other
Instances not quite so prominent as that
Where Canadian officers have distinguished
themselves and been rewarded. They have

en lost in the service of Canada because
there is nothing to distinguish them here
from other officers and unfortunately some
of them coming back here to give their ser-
Vices in their own departments as Cana-
%lans and as Imperial officers, that their
lden?‘“’y is lost even there. What we are
seeking for is that the opportunity shall be
oben to anybody who chooses to enlist in
the British service? It is an honourable
Service and a well paid service and pensions
are given for long service,and there is nothing

at a man need regret in going and seeing
Something of the world by a three, five or ten
Jear tour in the British army. I know ten
Years of my life was spent in it. It gives
You travel and opportunities that you can-
Not attain otherwise on account of the
®xpense attached to it. Several new regi-
ments have been lately raised, and I see it
Stated that there were three or four regi-
Wents still to be raised. I observed also

at it was the intention of the Imperial
authorities or rather it was suggested that
there should be a regiment of Irish guards
8 well as Scotch guards and the Horse
guards and English guards and the Cold-
Stream guards. 'The headquarters of the
100th regiment as it is constituted to-day
are in TIreland and the depot is in Birr,
and it is enlisted by men from Ireland. We
Wwant the 100th regiment as it exists to-day
In the territorial district of Leinster to be
recruited in Canada and its place supplied
In Leinster by another regiment, or I would
Mmake this suggestion to the Imperial author-
1ties that if they are going to raise a regl-
™ent of Irish guards that they could transfer
the men from the present 100th regiment
to that regiment and build up the old 100th
With Canadian recruits. I know perfectly
well that there will be no difficulty if the
effort is only made in a proper way. The
Position in which it stands in the army list
8% present is as follows : —

T . N . Ro 1
Cant:ii}::;l}ce of Wales Leinster Regiment (Roya

Regimental District No. 100, Birr.

The Prince of Wales Plume,

A Maple Leaf.

NIA(fARA.

CENTRAL INDIA.

18t Batallion, (100 Foot).

2nd o (109 F.ot).

3rd ¢ (King’s County Militia).
4th “ (Queen’s County Militia).
5th “ Royal Mealte).
DEPOT, BIRR, IRELAND.
Uniform, Scarlet.

Facings, Blue.

T should like to see this read :

The Prince of Wales Royal Canadian Regiment.
Regimental District, No. (Depot, Canada). Insignia,
Niagara belungs to the 100th Colours.

Central India belongs to the 109th.

1st Batallion 100 Foot.

2nd “ 100 Foot.

And three Dbatallions of our militia
attached from Ontario and Quebec where the
100th regiment was disbanded in 1818, and
the present 100th Royal Canadian was
raised in 1858.

That policy could be carried out. The
Twperial Government as I have said before
have shown all the disposition in their power.
They have sent the Royal Canadian regiment
to be stationed in Halifax some year or two
ago o show their disposition in regard to it.
I see unfortunately in the newspapers that
in the list of exchanges, which they publish
in the spring of the year in relation to the
moves to take place in the fall of the year,
moving from one district to another, that
the 100th regiment is to be moved from
Halifax. If that regiment is to be moved
from Halifax we may give up all hope of
instituting a broad poiicy with regard to
our military life which is a policy that is
worthy the consideration of our government,
and I would respectfully ask you to give
your best attention at this moment to the
solution of this question. It would appear
from the correspondence that I have. read
that it is partly due to the apathy or policy
of the Canadian Government in regard to
the matter, but it only just wants the Cana-
dian Government to take the question up in
a broad spirit to bring it to a successful
conclusion, the supply of barrack accommo-
dation and medical attendance is all that is
asked for on the part of Canada. Wae have
heard the criticisms made with regard to our
Postmaster General when he said: «“ We
hold a vaster empire than has been.” If
we do not pay one single solitary penny to
the Imperial service and if we do not unite
with Great Britain even to have a recruit-
ing ground in Canada or to furnish the
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accommodation necessary for the quarters of
a regiment and its depét, what right have
we to have that motto on our stamp? If
there is any one in Canada who should take
this white man’s burden upon his shoulders
of bringing this matter to a successful con
clusion it is the Postmaster General in
order to make good in part the boast he has
put upon his postage stamps that we hold a
vaster empire than has been, he should sup-
port the Minister of Militia to bring the
negotiations to a successful termination.
‘When the doors open allowing commerce
free, and from the standpoint of Imperial
defence in the interest of the worlds civil-
ization the lines are drawn closer together,
and when we have cemented our union,
so far as it is ourduty to do, the boast ay
come in its proper place but it will not take
place until we have made one step in the
direction I have brought to the attention
of this honourable House to-day.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It was not my inten-
tion to address the House on the Speech, or
to make any observations on the present
occasion, until iy hon. friend from Shell
River (Mr. Boulton) made certain state-
ments which I thought should not go un-
contradicted. I endeavoured at the moment
to correct him, Lut the House evidently
thought it was not proper or courteous in
the middle of a speech to interject the
arguments I wished to use. It, therefore,
compels me to make some observations on
the Speech. I take first the hon. gentle-
man’s charge against the government of
having abandoned the policy they advocated
in opposition. It is quite true in 1881,
1882 and 1883, when the National Policy
was being commenced, that we found it
necessary to criticise very seriously and
severely the departure from the lines which
had previously prevailed in Canada. We
thought it was very unwise. The argument
used at that time was that it was being ad-
opted to force the United States into reci-
procity—*¢ Reciprocity in trade or recipro-
city in tariffs,” became the war cry of the
Counservative party. We all remember that
even Sir John Macdonald announced at the
time himself that it was not intended to
permanently raise the tariff ; it was to be
rearranged. We have the celebrated tele-
gram sent to a gentleman in the Maritime
Provinces announcing that fact. I will point
my hon. friend to a few instances where the

present government have reduced the tariff.
The farmers of the North-west use agri-
cultural implements largely. They use
ploughs, harrows, hoes, reapers, and many
other articles of which iron forms the basis.
The duty on iron, I stated to my hon. friend
in the course of his remarks, was cut at least
50 per cent. He seems to deny that. I
have sent for the statute showing what the
duty was on iron under the tariff of 1894,
and compared it with our tariff. I find scrap
iron, &c., was 81 per ton. That was cut to
$1 per ton under the tariff of 1897. Ironand
steel ingots, blooms, slabs, puddles and so
on, was $5 per ton, and that was cut to $2
per ton. Iron in pig was originally $4 per
ton, and that was cut to $2.50 per ton. That
shows a very substantial decrease in the
duties imposed by the tariffs respectively of
1894 and 1897.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—And a bonus was
placed on it instead.

Hon. Mr.SCOTT-—The farmers and manu-
facturers have the advantage.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Who paid the increase in the bounty 1

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The bounty was not
equivalent to that, nor was the quantity
turned out anything like the consumption of
iron in Canada. It led to a large importa-
tion from the United States, because of
recent, years the United States is a larger
producer of iron than Great Britain. Thave
called attention to the reduction in duty of
certain articles. There are about four
hundred items in the tariff, and a very con-
siderable reduction took place in over one
hundred of them. Take files, adzes, cleavers,
hatchets, saws—they were reduced from 35
per cent to 23 and a fraction—that is, tak-
ing in the 25 per cent preferential. Tools,
scythes, reaping hooks, edging knives, hoes,
pronged forks, snathes, post hole diggers,
agricultural tools, not otherwise specified—
they were reduced from 25 per cent to 18
and a fraction per cent—that is, taking in
the 25 per cent preferential. Binder twine
was put on the free list, as was barbed wire.

Hon. Mr. McMILLANStill, it

dearer now.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes, in consequence of
a large proportion of the raw material for
binder twine coming from the Phillipine

is
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Isl@ds. You cannot say that putting an
article on the free list makes it dearer.

e, Mr. BOULTON—Make it free to
ngland, and it will get cheaper.

Hon, Mr. SCOTT—It is free to the world.

OU can buy binder twine in any part of

. 1€ world, and it comes in free. Surely it is

Mpossible to artificially help it beyond that

Plane. _ I'will give another illustration to my
on. friend of the reduced taxation.

N Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—I suppose my
t°ﬂ_- friend saw the dividends that the insti-
Ution at Stratford paid.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-—Yes, like all the other
Manufacturers they sent a deputation here
3nd said we were going to slaughter the in-
dustry unjess they were- protected, and last
ear they paid 40 or 60 per cent dividends
showing “at, least, that they did not require
Protection, I have mentioned some of the
8tual reductions in the tariff. I will read
Bow from the last volume of the Trade and

Mmerce Returns a statement of goods
entered for consumption. I will take a year
Vhen the duties correspond with those of
8t year. The duties last year were twenty-
%o millions odd ; in 1888 the duties were
YWenty.two millions odd. The importation
In 1888 were $102,000,000 and in 1898
$130,000,000, The $130,000,000 paid no

igher duty than the goods entered for
consumption in 1888.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Is not that rather
8ncient, history ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Tt shows that the con-
sumers in Canada saved the duty on
28,000,000, Oa that amount of importa-
'O08 nothing was paid, because the same
Uty was paid on $102,000,000 as was paid
°n $130,000,000. There is a patent fact

3t 1o logic can possibly overthrow. There
Tust have heen a considerable lowering of
Uties or an increase in the free list, because

© statement of goods entered for con-
Sumption embraces both.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Some of that
Wering was done by the Conservative gov-
fament before they went out.

Hon, Mr. SCOTT—No. T have referred
1{0 1888 first. I say that under the tariff of
883 goods to the value of $102,000,Q00
Were5 imported into Canada on which

lo

$22,000,000 were paid as duty; and last
year, after the new tariff had been intro-
duced, there was an importation of $138,-
000,000, on which no more than $22,000,000
duty was paid, showing plainly that the tariff
reform was carried out to that extent at all
events. Our tariff reform, no doubt, does
not come up to the desire of my hon. friend.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—The Conservative
party deserves some credit for that. The
Conservative party made several reductions
since 1888, and, therefore, should get credit
for a portion of it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No doubt they are
entitled to credit for a portion of it, but it
was not very material. My hon. friend
criticises very severely the conduct of the
present government in advocating free trade
when in opposition. The present govern-
ment would be derelict of their duty if they
refused to recognize the conditions under
which they found this country when they
took office. Had they introduced free trade
there would have been a terrible destruction
of capital ; industries that had grown up
under the law, in which people had invested
their money with the idea that there was
some degree of permanence in the tariff,
would have been ruined. Statesmen must
recognize the surroundings. How many times
did Sir Robert Peel change his policy? We
know in one year he went over from protec-
tion to free trade, but he did not introduce
free trade as rapidly as wy hon. friend
desires it.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—Yes, at once.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No, it took sixteen
years.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-—The reduction in

grain was made in four years.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—This government have
only been in office a little over three years,
and they think the reductions that have
been made have been as rapid as the cir-
cumstances warranted. Had they gone faster
they might have done irreparable harm. I
do not consider the tariff permanent. If
the tariff can be lowered it will be lowered,
but it is our duty, and the duty of all states-
men, not to be bound by hard and fast rules.
Men in opposition may give utterance to
views which, under the responsibility of
office, they cannot carry out.
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Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Then they should not make them.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It is quite within their
province to do so. It is the practice to do
so. Inacountry that is growing and develop-
ing as rapidly as Canada is, you cannot lay
down a policy that would be prudent four
or five years from now, beciuse you would
be stultified. You might find the conditions
so changed it would be impossible to carry
them out. They were visionary at the hour
probably and could not be carried out. I
think it is clear that this government has
gone as fast for free trade as was wise and
prudent. No matter what their views were,
they would have been guilty of serious dere-
liction of duty had they proceeded any faster
than they have gone, and wrecked many in-
dustries that had the sanction of law for
many years under various Acts passed, from
time to time, and which had to be respected
and could not be swept away by the change
of government. A good deal of criticism
has been passed by some hon. gentlemen on
the action of the government of Canada in
holding the conference at Washington. I
do not think it quite lies in the mouths of
my hon. frirnds to wse any undue criticism
in that direction. Their attempts at treaty
making with the United States have not
been attended with marked success. We
know that in 1888 the present leader, in the
other House, of the Conservative party went
to Washington and, as he supposed, was
successful in making a treaty. He came
back, was duly applauded, and the Parlia-
ment of Canada was so satistied with the
result that they placed the treaty on the
statute book. Needless to say it was not
ratified in the United States

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
They succeeded in making a treaty and the
President of the United States recommended
to Congress the adoption of the treaty.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—What was the use
of that when they would not adopt it ?

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
say they made a treaty and the President of
the United States recommended the condi-
tions of that treaty to Congress for adoption
as being fair and equitable to both countries ;
but the prejudices of the people of the
United States, incited by the then opposition

in this country of which my hon. friend was
one, induced them to reject it. .

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It was not a success,
at all events.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
That is true.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—In 1891 the Conser-
vative party carried the election by the
announcement that they had the power to
make a treaty with the United States, and
that they merely wanted the people of Can-
ada to give them authority to conclude a
treaty. That was announced in a very
formal and ofticial way, after which Parlia-
ment was dissolved. In the Speech from
the Throne delivered in 1891, we have these
words :

My advisers, availing themselves of opportunities
which were presented i the closing months of last
year, caused the administration of the United States
to be reminded of the willingness of the government
of Canada to join in making efforts for the extension
and development of the trade between the Republic
and the Dominion, as well as for the friendly adjust-
ment of those matters of an international character
which remain unsettled. I am pleased to say that
these representations have resulted in an assurance
that, in October next, the government of the United
States will be prepared to enter on a conference to
consider the best means of arriving at a practical

solution of these important questions. The papers
relating to this subject will be laid before you. Under
the circumstances, and in the hope that the proposed

conference may result in arrangements beneficial to
both countries, you will be called upon to consider the
expediency of extending, for the present season, the
ermcipal provisious of the protocol annexed to the
Washington Treaty, 1888, known as the modus
vivends.

On the strength of that the government
went to the country and captured the vote.
because it was announced that the United
States were quite ready then to enter into
a treaty which was to be, no doubt, bene-
ficial to Canada. We know that Mr. Blaine,
the Secretary of State, repudiated any idea
that they had entertained such a proposition
—denied that there was any authority for
the announcement that the United States
contemplated making a treaty with Canada.
It effected its purpose, however, and resulted
as we know, in nothing. The present con-
ference had for its source the circumstances
which arose when the negotiations were
entered into in 1893, under which the regu-
lations of the Behring Sea in regard to seals
were to be revised every fifth year. It was
believed that, with the experience of five
years, new regulations might be adopted
with the object of preserving seal life. That
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:;)tsf the source and origin of the present
me eien% 2t Washington. As hon. gentle-
0 know, in the last two years many other
3‘:63"‘0138 have arisen that it was of the
co:i:’:t’. mportance, in the interests of both
excit,emes' should be settled. Owing to the
o i ment in the Yukon district and Alas-
of dt‘ beca.u}e very important that the line
triese“}lal’cauon there between the two coun-
Law Z'Olﬂd be defined. An Alien Labour
and ad been adopted in the United States
fishe we had followed suit. The inland
ries required atéention because our
akes were heing depleted of fish.

thOn. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Is it

e that negotiations are going on in

o &shlngtqn in regard to a modus vivendi
Connection with access to the Yukon.

honHon. Mr. SCOTT—I am not aware. _ The
in c.o gentleman know§ very well that it was
com nsequence of a difference between the
thosll’nsssxoners of. the United States and
tanc: Off Czu}a.da, in reference to the impor-
mitedo having at once the boundary deli-
e t{)hgt the conference broke up. That
folt Publicly announced. Our commissioners
that it wags exceedingly important that
se:mlme should be defined, and it did not
ona '(Ii)roba.ble. that six commissioners on
l‘ea.cil e and 81x on the other were likely to
refor A cOnclusuf)n, and our desire was to
wouldlt % an independent tribunal that
and § carry out the views of both parties
o0 fix the line where it ought to be. The
N gentleman is aware of that.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I saw

a S
Teference to it in a newspaper.

&bHim. Mr. SCOTT—That would show the
a,t,‘so ute necessity that exists for the delimit-
100 of the line ; otherwise difficulties will

arj :

othse. he miners of one country or the
°r may be encroaching over the line

Whleh 8

houlq form the true boundary.
refe:me considerable discussion has arisen in
mal eence to the plebiscite, and I desire to
exon a few obserya.tions on that gub.].ect,.and
onpwe}?f! What T think are the sound principles
erun, llch the governnient ought vo act. The
! point at the present moment appears
justiﬁvzihat proportion of votes would have
tio led the government in adopting legisla-
2 1n conformity with the desire of the

ErOhibitionists. 1 have always held the view
at g

5;8-“' of that kind could not possibly

be enforced unless it had the moral support
of a very considerable majority of the whole
people of the country. Whatever views or
feelings we may entertain on the subject,
we must all admit that the great majority
of the people do not regard drinking as a
crime. A law against drinking is not on
a plane with a law against burglary,
larceny, or personal rights of individuais.
It is what is called a sumptuary law,
and onme that each individual feels he is
amply justified in resisting if it does not
meet with his approbation. Tn a country
like Canada, with a frontier, taking the
Atlantic and Pacific coasts and the
frontier of the United States, of 10,000
miles, it would be absolutely impossible to
enforce such a law unless you had the great
body of the people behind it. Some twenty
years ago we had to consider what propor-
tion ought to have the right to enforce pro-
hibition on their neighbours under certain
limitations only, because under the Scott
Act an individual could buy and bring into
the district for his own use any liquer he
desired, but they could not have sold within
the district or manufactured for sale within
the district, and discussions arose in this
chamber as to what proportion of the whole
community would be fair and reasonable to
bring a law of that kind into operation.
The hon. senator for Toronto (Mr. Allan),
who supported the measure, was strongly of
opinion that at least a full majority of the
whole vote should be recorded in favour of a
law of that kind before it could be adopted ;
failing that, there should be a majority of
two-thirds of the recorded vote ; but all
were agreed, and the temperance people
themselves approved of the principle, that
the law should not be initiated unless 25
per cent of the people demanded it. That
is, before the petition could be entertained
there must be sworn evidence that 25 per
cent of the ratepayers and voters had ap-
proved of the Act and desired to have the
question submitted, so that there was a
basis laid down at all events for the initia-
tion of it. It was regarded as so excep-
tional a law that at least 25 per cent of the
voters must have asked to have the law put
in force.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Where is that ?

Hon.Mr.SCOTT—That is the Act of 1878,
It cannot be brought into operation unless a



68

|SENATE|

petition asking fortheenforcement of the Act
is signed by 25 per cent of the voters, and the
signatures must be verified. The mere
signing of a paper is not sufficient; every
signature must be verified as a bona fide
one, and the signature f a person entitled
to vote. Now, I say that the temperance
people regarded that as a reasonable pro-
position. There were present deputations
of them from various parts of the country,
from the time the bill was drafted and
when it was before this House in its
various stages. It was before the Senate
for six weeks. The Senate took a deep in-
terest in it, and every effort was made to
have the Act as perfect as possible. Very
many hon. gentlemen, some of whom are
here to-day, will remember that we were, I
think, five or six weeks discussing the meas-
ure. We had committee after committee
on the subject, and every clause was care-
fully scanned. There were from one to two
hundred of them—but all admitted that a
law of that kind should not go into opera-
tion unless it had the moral support of a
very considerable number of people in any
district in which it was to be put in opera-
tion. Now, in the plebiscite the other day
56 per cent of the people did not vote at all.
Of the vote that was recorded, the vote in
favour of prohibitory legislation was not
quite 23 per cent. In some districts of
Canada the vote was very small, districts
where they did not seem to think it was
worth while going to the polls, where they
did not regard it as a practical issue. Take
for instance theprovinceof British Columbia,
the vote there was insignificant, a mere frac-
tion of the community. The vote in Prince
Edward Island was probably the largest of
any vote relatively in any province. They
have there the Scott Act in all parts of the
province except Charlottetown. In Queens,
although they had defeated the Scott Act
only very recently, yet they seemed to have
abstained from voting on this occasion. The
vote was extremely small, and did not
seem to indicate that there has been any
active sentiment either way. The hon.
gentleman himself explained that the liquor
people did not think it worth while to
oppose it. It has been stated that in the
province of Quebec there had been some
improper voting. That is not an element
that need be considered when the answer
of the government is based entirely on the
proportion only of those who asked for legis-

lation. But I think there is a great deal of
misconception with regard to the voting in
Quebec, as I find the percentage of voting
is not any larger than the percentage of
votes in Ontario Inthe province of Ontario
the vote was carried by about 30,000 odd.
When it was submitted before, under the pro-
vincial plebiscite, it was carried by 80,000.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—And in the Domi-
nion it was only 30,000.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Yes.

Hon, Mr. BOULTON—A great discre-
pancy.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—The reason was that
either the views of the people had changed
or when this question was submitted to
then: in earnest they would not support
prohibition. It was submitted simply as
an abstract question in Ontario before, when
this 80,000 majority was recorded. It was
simply an abstract proposition. It was
carried even in the city of Ottawa. The
plebiscite was defeated in the city of Ottawa
last September.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-—Was there not an-
other election going on at the same time?

Hop. Mr. BOULTON—Yes, a municipal
election.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE— And that brought
the public together.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—That probably would
be it, but this legislation was asked for by
the temperance people.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—No.

The Hon. Mr. SCOTT—My hon. friend
says no, but he does not speak for the whole
community. It was announced by Liberal
leaders on the platform that they would
consent to the introduction of a prohibitory
law if the people asked for it, that if the
will of the people was so expressed they
were prepared to legislate, and that is the
pith of the resolution which was adopted at
the convention in Ottawa. The important
words were that the will of the people should
be ascertained. No man will pretend to
say that on a question of that kind the will
of the majority is shown by only 23 per
cent asking for it. It could not be argued
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lv:;th any degree of fairness that it should
fOr%;:anted if only 23 per cent are asking
sibly baend a li}w of that sort could not pos-
u dy enfor:ced in a country like Canada
nder such circumstances. At the present
time we hay

gllng In the Gulf of St. Lawrence. I dare-
I"'{ my hon. friend from Prince Edward
sland will confirm what I say that this
country is now, and has been for many years,
Spending large sums of money in order to
<f>:-tch the smugglers who bring in spirits
Tgm St. Pierre, Miquelon and other points.
sme revenues are seriously affected by the
. uggling which goes on and although large
"m0 of money are expended there to put
al‘;:n siauggling, we are unable to check it
olutely,  We may minimize it but can-
not effectually stop it. There are so many
OPPortunities of bringing liquor into Canada
with 1ts exposed border that it is absolutely
:mPOSSlble to prevent it being brought into
" € country. If that is the case when
tll(xluo'r can be obtained and bought within
e limits of Canada in all parts of it freely
0-cay, how much more would the smuggling
if there was a law against its use in
annda. If there was a law that it could
'1‘0‘3 be manufactured or sold in Canada, why

»000 men would not be sufficient to keep
out the smugglers.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—In fact I have
Tea,son.to believe that a large number of
People in the liquor trade voted for the plebis-

Clte to show that le would then smuggle
1t extensively. peop

. Hon. Mr. SCOTT—It has been found
Mpossible in other countries. Maine has a
Stringent law that liquors are not allowed to
£ sold or imported, and yet, as a matter of
act, liquors are bought and obtained all
through the districts. The government are
Powerless, I saw a letter from Governor
B'ra.dmg the other day where he sets cut the

liliculties of the situation, and he says it is
absolutely impossible to keep the liquor out.
.-© says that, the judges appointed to try the
1quor cases will not condemn. The detec-
tives employed to prosecute the persons who
sell the liquor will prosecute for the moment,
a0d then will go to the bar next day and

l,"e part themselves in the drinking that is
8olng on,

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—The

:)r:i‘tlt::ie arises from the fact that they are

e a very large amount of smug- | &

Hon. Mr. DEVER—And so it has been
in the state of Maine during the last fifteen
years.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The hon.
entleman evidently does not believe in pro-
hibition=—thinks it is not practicable.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I believe in prohibi-
tion.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—But you believe
it cannot be carried out?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I believe it cannot be
carried out unless you have a large propor-
tion of the people behind you. I am a total
abstainer. I do not believe that liquor is
useful under any circumstances—a great
many prohibitionists believe it is good us
medicine. In the pledges that are given,
and in the words of the vote submitted the
other day, it was only to be prohibited as a
beverage ; it could be used in other ways.
Tt can be used as a doctor prescribes it. I
do not think it is useful when prescribed.
I think it is poison to the human body. I
have always been of that opinion. I know
many hon. gentlemen will not agree with
me, but that is my view of it, and I would
like to live in a country where prohibition
could be carried out. It is an ideal country,
which I do not think I shall ever see.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—You would not
emigrate to such a country.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—No; 1 would not like
to leave Canala. Canada has improved. It
is the most advanced temperance country in
the world. 'We have gone on as fast, prob-
ably, as the most ardent prohibitionist could
have hoped for. If you consult the returns
of the liquor traffic in Canada, you will find
the consumption of liquor has been going
down till it is far below the average con-
sumed by any other country in the world.
There was a meeting at Berne of advanced
prohibitionists of other countries and Canada
got the palm for the lowest consumption per
head of any country on the face of the globe.
That is a most pleasant state of things. But
the prohibitionists are not fair when they say
the government ought to enforce prohibition.
Goverrments are just what the people make
them. Do hon. gentlemen suppose that if
the government enacted a prohibitory law on
the demand of 23 per cent of the electorate

|that it would be in existence at the next
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election? Not at all. It would be swept
away. The hon. gentleman from New
Brunswick illustrated what I now say. In
that province, under Sir Leonard Tilley and
other advanced men, prohibition was intro-
duced, and what were the consequences ?
The demoralization which prevailed was so
great that the House had to be dissolved and
a new House elected. Forty members out
of forty-one who were returned were pledged
to repeal the Act.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
suppose that is the reason why the govern-
ment do not introduce a prohibitory law.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—We know we could
not enforce it unless the large majority of
the people were behind us. Any sensible
man would realize that. I give you the case
of New Brunswick, where the peopleclamour-
ed for prohibition and they got it and kept
it for two years, and they found the drinking
was worse than before. They could not en-
force the law, although the public sentiment
there was very much stronger in favour of
prohibition than the public sentiment of
Canada to-day.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—They only kept it
nine months.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—And forty out of forty-
one of the members returned to the House
were pledged to repeal the Act. Isay the tem-
perance people are inconsistent. They have
the opportunity in every province of this
country to reduce the drinking opportuni-
ties. They can reduce the salvons and
reduce the taverns and the shops where
liquor is sold, but they will not do it. They
support aldermen who vote to keep up the
taverns, and yet they denounce the govern-
ment because they will not pass a prohibi-
tion law, The whole matter is in the hands
of the people. T have always maintained
that the true principle was to remove the
opportunities for drink. I found that just
according to the number of tavern licenses,
and according to the number of saloons on
the corners of the streets, just in proportion
will the opportunity of drunkenness arise
and drunkenness increase. But the temper-
ance people are inconsistent. They go to
municipal polls and they have the opportu-
nity, wherever they are in a majority, to
elect men who will refuse to give out licenses
and yet they will not do it. They will not

do it themselves, and why should they ask
governments to do it, simply for the purpose
of making them commit suicide, for that is
what it would be. No government in this
country even, though Canada has advanced
to the extent that it has, could live if it
adopted prohibition, because it is not possi-
ble to enforce it with 10,000 miles of fron-
tier. You could not get officials honest
enough to carry it out. Take the Scott Act
and see how it was abused in many localities.
Medical men were permitted to give certifi-
cates where they considerd the patients
required it. I have brought out in this
House evidence in hundreds of cases where
medical men had prescribed a gallon of
brandy, the patients to take two glasses
a day, an where they prescribed two dozen
bottles of ale, two tumblers to be taken per
day. That was turning the law into a farce,
and in a locality where the temperance senti-
ment was suppused to exist toa great extent.
They carried the Act there and the temper-
ance people stood by and they said “itis
none of our business to enforce the law ; get
some one else to enforce it.” We had pro-
vided machinery in the Scott Act. We pro-
vided that the Inland Revenue officer was
to be the officer in each district who was to
enforce it and to ewmploy persons under it.
What was the consequence ? When the Act
was adopted the Inland Revenue officer did
not carry out the law and his chief did not
direct him to carry it out, and there was no
one behind the law to enforce it. It could
not be carried out of its own motion, and it
got into disrepute simply because there was
not sufficient public sentiment behind it.
I say advisedly that there is not sufficiently
strong public sentiment in Canada to en-
force a prohibition law, and it is perfectly
idle to expect the government to attempt to
carry into execution a law which the people
are not behind. There are portions of Can-
ada where the law can be enforced. I be-
lieve Prince Edward Island is sufficiently
advanced to adopt a prohibition law. There
are other portions of the country, probably
New Brunswick, possibly Nova Scotia, but
it would be idle to talk of enforcing it in
British Columbia where you have not ten per
cent in favour of prohibition. It is ridi-
culous to ask the government to enforce a
law where the people do not want it enforced
and where they will not sustain the govern-
ment in the action they take. I simply rose
on this occasion to correct the statements of
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:;:ly hon. friend from Shell River, because I
ought it was important that they should

explained from i i 1
events, my point of view at al

After Recess.

HOP‘ Mr. PERLEY resumed the debate.
s;,g]:ald ‘—It was not my intention to have
fPOmet,?; on the Address in reply to the Speech
Were e Throne, only for a few remarks which
juat b??de by the hon. Secretary of State
did ore recess. 1 felt, however, thatif 1
to st;x:;Ot make some few remarks in answer
Iw b{’me“t‘i ma'de !)y that hon. gentleman,
s ould be remiss in my duty as a repre-

Ntative of the people whom I have the

onour of representing in the Senate. I
may say that I do not desire to speak as a
E:;ty man, because I think that every hon.
in ator here should speak as one represent-
in%e‘he interests of Canada and not in the
alw rest of any particular party. 'It has
i ays been my course to speak in the
Interests of the country and not in the
;Ylteres!, of party. Tt istruel was appointed
to the Senate by the Conservative party, but
there was no condition when I was appointed

8t 1 should support any particular policy,

and in all the elections with which T have

ad anything to do individually throughout
::)y Public life, I have only pledged myself
sery support two policies of the Con-
tars atlve party—that 1is, a protective
Ii‘“!f and the building of the Canadian

acific Railway. After that I to'd the
Parties who voted for me and whose sandid-
ate I was, that I should vote on every
mea“f“re on its merits, and that I would not

© tied to the apron strings of any party. I
t}?ve voted in the House of Commonsand in
v e.Se“ate as my judgment dictated, on the

arious questions that have come before me.
ave pursued that course in the Senate on

all Watters from the election of a page to the
efeating of measures brought before this
all():i?e. And I hope to continue in that course
e way through while I have the honour
tohold a position in this chamber. Whilst in
Some respects I differ from the policy of the
s;' esent government, it is not from a party
Stand point ; T differ from them as I might

Wer from the directorsin a corporation with
thch' T might be connected, not in a spirit of
OPROS't’i‘)n, but because I cannot approve of

1e1r policy. 1 do not desire to say an un-
nd or ugly word against the government

of theday. I speak asone interested in the
future of the country and having some stock
in it. I look on thegovernment of this country
in the same way that I look upon my own
private business, when I hire a man there
has to be confidence between him and me.
I hire him for certain wage and he ex-
pects that I shall pay him according to
agreement. If I fail to carry out my agree-
ment I forfeit his confidence and lose credit,
and when I want to hire another man, I
will find difficulsy, because I am regarded
as not being a man of my word. The same
principle applies to the government of a
country. The hon. gentleman who moved
the Address the other day so very eloquently
and ably—and it is a pleasure to know when
a new member is appointed that he is able
to take an active and creditable part in the
proceedings in the House—said that Canada
was enjoying a large measure of prosperity
in every branch of trade and industry. I
thought when the hon. gentleman made that
remark that his object was o give the credit
for that prosperity to the policy of the
present administration. In my opinion the
present prosperity of Canada is largely
due to the policy of the Conservative party.
I do not say that in a spirit of partizanship ;
I say it as an independent man. At the
time the National Policy was adopted, great
objection was taken to it, and very justly,
because we cannot all expect to be of oue
opinion. The National Policy, so called, was
a new departure. I remember in 1867 the
possibility of higher taxation was one very
great obstacle in the way of carrying con-
federation in the province of New Bruns-
wick. My father was a candidate on the
confederate side in that campaign, and I
took a very active part in the election.
One argument with which we were met
was that the tariff would be very high. that
the provinces of Quebec and Ontario would
override us and we would haveto pay tribute
to them. The maritime provinces were in
favour of a low tariff. After a few years
depression and hardship came on the people
of Canada. The manufacturing industries
of the country were subjected to very unfair
competition from the United States. To
some extent, and in some industries, the
same thing is occurring to-day. The Mac-
kensie government favoured a revenue tariff,
notwithstanding the hardships to which our
people were subjected through Canada being
made a slaughter market. The result was
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that Sir John Macdonald offered then, as a
remedy for the evils that existed, that if
Mr. Mackensie would introduce a protective
tariff he would support that policy. Mr.
Mackenzie was true to his principles and
opposed that proposition. Sir John Mac-
donald was forced to go to the polls
with that protective policy and was re-
turned by an overwhelming majority.
Then he inaugurated the National Policy.
I was a candidate in New Brunswick and
no one supported more firmly the policy of
straight protection than I did on that occa-
sion. The hon. Secretary of State referred
to a letter sent by Sir John Macdonald to Mr.
Boyd in which he said that it was only an
adjustment of the tariff that was intended.
I said I was in favour of a readjustment if
it would establish protection and build up
our industries and employ the labour of the
country, so that they in turn would buy my
products as a farmer. What was the result ?
‘When that policy was introduced in the
House of Commons by Sir John Macdounald,
the gentlemen who arenow in thegovernment
opposed it. Ido not find anyfault with them
foropposingit, if they believed they wereright
and felt that a protective tariff was not in
the interests of the country or would build
up the industries of the country. They did
not believe that the railway policy would
help the country. They abused both policies,
not very effectively, but their opposition had
this effect they weakened the confidence of
the importers and manufacturers to the
extent that they looked for a change of tarff.
They promised to wipe the protective duties
off the statute-book altogether. That dis-
couraged those who desired to go into manu-
facturing. A man who, under the circum-
stances, would invest his capital would be
unwise, because a change of government
might take place, and the adoption of free
trade would close up his factory. The im-
porter of goods would have the same feeling
in his mind. He would say what is the use
of my importing a large quantity of goods
when in a short time the tariff may be
changed and I will have my shelves filled
with goods on which 20 or 30 per cent duty
has been paid, when the same class of goods
will be brought in free of duty under a free
trade government. That was the state of
things that continued all those years from
1878 to 1896. The Liberal party preached
this doctrine. I do not say they did not
believe it but that was the doctrine they

preached, and when the hon. gentleman
referied to the measure of prosperity this
country -enjoys, I ask him how was it
possible to expect, with one party declaring
for and promising free trade, that business
would be developed ? Now, there is an en-
tirely different state of things. The govern-
ment came into power pledged to free trade.
They found fault with Sir John Thompson
for sending commissioners among the peo-
ple to inquire how the tariff was working,
and what improvements could be made for
the benefit of the country. The late Sir
John Thompson in sending the late Mr.
Wood and Mr. Wallace to inquire how the
tariff was working pursued a wise and proper
policy, because the government were not all
business men. They sent these commission-
ers to inquire of and receive suggestions
from those who were engaged in the differ-
ent industries how the tariff aftected them.
But what was the result on the other side of
the House? They pooh-poohed the idea.
They said: * you do not know how you should
frame your tariff, and you have to get in-
structions from the business men of the
country ;” but the moment the hon. gentle-
men get into power they had to adopt the
same principles themselves and sent their
Minister of Customs and the Finance Minis-
ter to get the very information that they said
all those years they possessed, and the very
information they pooh-poohed the other gov-
ernment for trying to acquire. They have
come into power and they are in a different
position from the Conservative party. There
is no upposition now. The business men of
the country have become satisfied—they have
it from the lips of the ministers that they
endorse the very policy which for years in
opposition they had condemned. They have
made some slight changes it is true, and I
regret to say that wherever they have wade
those changes they have been a detriment
to the country as I will show before
I am done. The manufacturer to-day says:
“T am satisfied ; those men who have been
preaching the destruction of the Canadian
tariff for the last eighteen years endorse the
policy of the Conservative party from begin-
ningtoend.” Themerchant whoimportsgoods
says: “I have no further fear, now.” For
eighteen months prior to the last election, I
thought the Conservative party was going
to be defeated. Not ounly were these men
preaching against the Conservative trade
policy, but there was a religious element in
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the matter that was sure to defeat them. At
t?:t a large portion of the people believed
an dy would be defeated, so the manufacturers
th Werchants arranged with the other party
at they would not destroy their industries.
th; merchants got rid of their goods, emptied |
not“l;wal‘ffhouses and cleared off their shelves, |
" Dowing, but rather expecting, that the
Policy of the men who were then out, when
t €y came in, would be carried out—that is
0say they would frame a tariff on a revenue
w?lsls' They also believed the opposition
;’9 they said they would not increase the
ﬁt hhc expenditure if they came into power ;
. What has been the result? These men
‘ptied their warehouses and prepared for
® coming event. In that way the farmers,
w: consumers, also prepared. They said
we W;’“ do without these things four or five
a Nths longer; we can get them cheaper
ter the change of government. The im-
P(:l‘ter‘ the manufacturer, and the consumer
grzpared for the change The present gov-
thement.came in, but they did not change
rath policy of their predecessors ; they
er confirmed it in the strongest possible
Manner, and what was the result ? Every-
. Ng boomed at once; there was an
Pty market to be supplied. The manu-
cturer went to work with greater energy
i::““ the National Policy was not to be
ser urbed. He knew the policy of the Con-
he Vative party would be followed out and
saig(?u.lfl g0 on manufacturing. The importer
mv | _there is no danger now, I can enlarge
say usiness,” and, therefore, in that way I
poyll‘ the present prosperity is not due to the
th 1y of the present government, because
®¥ have done nothing to change the policy
not,ht‘helr predecessors. They have done
and Ing to improve the condition of things
20 Create the great prosperity that they
W seek credit for since they came into
fgw:}f- The hon. minister opposite referred
- e binder twine industry. I am a
wi er and know something about binder
Ine. The last year under the Conservative
:‘IMStration I bought all the binder twine
f:nted at 6 and 6ic. per lb. This year,
o re I left home, T asked a dealer in binder
S’eanef how much he would charge me this
an dr‘ orit. We have 500 acres of grain,
ac 1t takes about 2} lbs. of twine for an
T® with a good crop. The agent asked me
ie Dight, before I left home 12c. per 1b. for
Oder twine. Under this free trade policy

o !
f the present administration the price of

that article has doubled. Under the late
administration, when these gentlemen who
are now the administration, were in opposi-
tion, we know what a great hubbub
was raised over combines in the country.
There is the greatest combine on binder
twine to-day that you will find in
America on any article. The combine is
not confined alone to the United States.
This government, as well as the Ontario
Government have done wrong in relation to
this wmatter. They manufacture central
prison binder twine in Ontario, and peni-
tentiary binder twine in Kingston, and they
have sold that binder twine to two men,
thue enabling them to go into a combine
with the United States manufacturers, and
the result is that binder twine in the
North-west is 12 cents a pound, whereas
under the old tariff it was only 6 or 63 cents.
Under the free trade policy we are at the
mercy of the United Stutes and have to pay
12 cents, and it will amount in my case to
$50 or $60 of a tax, and a great many
farmers pay $100 more than if there had
been a fair protection, and legitimate in-
dustry bad been encouraged throughout
Canada, leaving one manufacturer to com-
pete with another. Instead of that, there
is a combine by placing the trade in the
hands of two individuals who have the
opportunity of working with the United
States combine, which could not be done if
there was 12 per cent duty. In the matter
of coal oil, the merchants in the town in
which I live club together and buy a carload
of oil in barrels. T do not know how many
barrels it would be, but they take a carload
and they get it at a reduction. When the
farmer gets the oil it costs 45 cents per gallon.
There is no reduction. It is 25, 30, 35, 40
and so on. I distinctly state to the honour-
able House that I have not bought a gallon
of coal 0il that I did not pay 40 cents for,
wherefore, when the government made a
pretense of taking off a cent in the tax on.
coal oil, they put it n the hands of a few
merchants, and the great body who consume
that article pay as much as they ever did.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—I only pay 25 cents
a gallon.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—The hon. gentle-
man does not get good oil.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—The
country.

best in the
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Hon. Mr. PROWSE—What did the hon.
gentleman pay for it before ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-—Twenty-nine cents.
Hon. Mr PROWSE—Oh, no.
Hon. Mr. DEVER—Beg pardon, yes. -

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—T live 2,000 miles
from the hon. gentleman. He gets his coal
oil in United States vessels and may get it
cheaper, but we have to pay heavy fieight.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—We pay 50

cents a gallon.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—What has that to
do with the government !

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-——They do not allow
tank cars to come into our country.

Hoi. Mr. MILLS—The hon. gentleman
supported that provision before the change
of government and he is speaking for him-
self.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—I speak for the
North-west, and I say that at Qu’Appelle
they charge still more. I am not speaking
of one particular point, but speaking of the
whole western territories, and it is well
known that what I am saying is correct in
every particular. Immigration is another
matter about which I wish to say a few
words. The policy of the Reform party in
our country was against what they call
pauper immigration, and they passed resolu-
tions on the subject. They had hole and
corner meetings in the country and were
loud in their dnunciation of the government
for permitting pauper immigration. There
was no pauper immigration into the voun-
try until last year, I think. There were nien
who came into the country with very little
means, and I think they would be desirable
men to work for the farmers, but the hon.
gentlemen opposite claimed that every man

* who cane into the country should have the
means to fit himself out to carry on agricul-
tural operations, and not be an expense to
the public. Tke present government have
brought in a Jarge number of Doukhobors
and Galicians. [ think the latter are a
very undesirable class. They are very poor
people, they are not good servants nor good
citizens, and on the whole are very undesir-
able settlers andaclass very muchdisapproved
of by the whole people of the westerncountry.

The Doukhobors are different. 1 went
down to Brandon the other day to the
immigration sheds and saw a number of
them, and I do mnot hesitate to say
that they are a clean, tidy, well-behaved
people, as far as I could see them and
learn of them, but they are very
poor. They are vegetarians. They will be
a cheap class of people to keep. The gov-
ernment are feeding them and will, of neces-
sity, be comnpelled to feed them for eighteen
months, because they cannot grow a crop
this year. If it isa good thing un the part
of the governmert to bring in a lot of pau-
pers whom they have to house and feed for
eighteen months, I think they might have
brought them a little later in the season, be-
cause they will cost the country a consider-
able sum of money. I do not think it was
a good policy. Tt would have been better to
bring in people of our own nationality, who
speak our own language, and a thrifty people
who are willing to abide by the law of the
land. These men are exiles from their own
couniry, and not desirable citizens, or they
would not have been treated as they have
been. I hope they will become good citizens.
As far as working for the people in the
North-west, they will not be good workmen.
1 would sooner have a Scotchman or an
Englishwan who would understand what
you said to him than these men. It is
better to pay good, fair wages and get a
good day’s work, than to employ a man who
is no use at a'l at half wages, or perhaps, no
wages at all.

On the plebiscite question T was sorry to
hear the hon. Secretary of State speak in the
way he did of the temperance people. He
has given them cold comfort. 1f he had
given them last session the same speech
that he gave today, I think the state of
affairs would be very difterent now, because
it would have been a foolish thing for the
temperance people to have asked for the
plebiscite and vote in favour of prohibition
if they had known the sentiments of the
hon. gentleman. To-day he has spoken dis-
paragingly of the temperance sentiment and
of the temperance people. WhenI asked him
last session what percentage he would require
to carry out prohibition he could not give
any answer. He and his colleagues are very
flush with their answers now. The Hon.
Prime Minister say it takes fitty per cent,
which is a most unheard of thing. We can-
not understand how any people can give a
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Z::;e of fifty per cent. It is more than they
8 Possibly give, because there would be
otgle sick, some absent and some unable, for
€T reasons, to go to the polls. If the
iOVer nment had told us this last session, it
N ould havebeen fair and honourable, but the
course they have taken only shows that
anfy were willing to deceive the public. I
the Lrry touse that word, but that really is
reeut“‘le meaning of their conduct. They
ra ¥ deceived the people. We could not get
om them what percentage of electors they
¥ould want in order to give us prohibition.
th hen they made prohibition a plank in
inslr Platform they ought to have been will-
2 t0 carry it out. But then it was on the
Principle that drowning men grasp at straws.
€Y would put anything in their platform
get into power, when they came into
Power they had to carry out their promise
take a plebiscite vote, it was a promise
:\ade to a large portion of men they could
t}?t trifle with, the temperance men, but
€Y have trifled with them more than
any other class have been trified with
except the people who want free trade.

t 1Hon. Mr. MILLS—The hon. gentleman
alks very much like a party man.

mon. Mr. PERLEY—No, I talk like a
a a0 who does not like to be humbugged. T
Vm & temperance man. 1 am prepared to
w‘;t’.e for this government on any measure
eanh I think is right, and I do not care if
a Iy other man in the chamber votes
wgt?'m“ t. I am here to discharge a duty
ch Ich T feel in my own breast I am dis-
t arging honoumbly and in the interests of
©® people T represent, and if I talk like a
Party man, 1 only speak as I do to my hired
Man or any one who disobeys my orders. 1f
L my man to do anything, and he does not

© 1t properly, he hears from e in the same
Manner ang as strongly as the government
ne:rs from me to-day.” I say the time has
W(;1 Come in the interests of the country
) en the bond of union, the bond of confi-
eence, the hond of truth between the gov-
"MMent and the country can afford to be
roken. The great safeguard which the
People have in this country is the confidence
:;thxch they put in the word and the conduct
oo uUr public men.  That is the true prin-
IPle thut a country should be governed on.
a o & class of men preach a doctrine for
8reat number of years, and when they get

into power ignore and falsify every pledge
they have made, then they betray the con-
fidence of the great body of honest people
who have confided in them. If you have
forty men in a company, and they have half
a dozen men managing the business, and the
directors violate every pledge they made to
the stockholders and break every promise,
and do business which they said they would
not do, and business contrary to their char-
ter, how long would you have them in office ¢
Not long, I tell you. Canada is the freest
country in the world, and

Hon. Mr. MILLS-—And has the best
government.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY—That is based upon
the fact that there is confidence between the
government and the people. When a man
deposits his ballot in the box, he does it be-
cause he believes the man he elects will
carry out his pledges, and when the party
of his choice gets into power and out of the
reach of the people, where they cannot get
at him for a certain length of time, and
ignores all his pledges and treats them with
contempt and ridicule—when that state of
things exists, it is deplorable and must be
lamented by every honest man in the
country. I did not rise to make a speech.
It was only a moment or two hefore the
House rose for recess that I made up my
mind to say a word, I want to correct the
hon. gentleman when he says that the re-
duction on binder twine, coal oil and barbed
wire, has redounded to the benefit of the
consumers of the North-west. If they had
left the duty on I would have got the binder
twine cheaper, because the raw aterial
from which binder twine is made in the cen-
tral prison has been sold to two individuals.
They had the raw material there and they
could have gone on and manufactured it,
but they did not do that. They sold
the products to two individuals to foster
4 combine. There is no telling how much
these two gentlemen will add to the election
fund on account of the combine. That is
the impression of the majority of the people
in the country, and I am sorry to say that I
think it bears that impression to me. I
would like the hon. gentleman to explain to
me one thing which I cannot understand
that is, the duty on wire. They hae left
the duty on the raw material ; that is the
plain smooth strand of wire; and they have
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made barbed wire free. If they had rever-
sed that arrangement the matter would have
been right, and would have shown that they
knew what they were doing. You see in
Winnipeg and the western prairies we are
not as fortunate as you are in eastern
Canada in getting fence posts. We get
poplar poles and stick them in the ground
thirty feet apart, and stretch the wire from
one to the other, and consequently the
farmers have more or less of this fencing,
and when you consider the number of far-
mers we have there you can imagine what
the industry is. The barbed wire is a cheap
manufacture. I know one concern in Canada
had fifteen or twenty machines. I never saw
one of them work but it is a cheap machine ;
twisting two strands of wire together. But
the government took the duty off the manu-
factured article and left it on the raw mate-
rial. If they had reversed it they would
have reached the same result and benefited
the industry in Manitoba. But they have
placed usin the position that we have to
buy all our barbed wire fram the United
States. Another combine in the United
States is the iron combine. Our barbed
wire is all manufactured in the United
States and bought from a large combine.
Therefore, on the barbed wire they have
made a mistake in reducing the duty,
because it has not worked to the advantage
of the farmers, and this year we are paying
more for our barbed wire than before
the duty was taken off. Reference has
been made in the Speech to the exodus
out of Canada. It is quite well understood
how there is no exodus from Canada to-day.
The opposition party are not running down
the country. We are all good citizens of
Canada. Every man has a good word to say
for the country. I have no fault to find
with the tariff, except so far as it has been
changed. The only thing I have to find
fault with is that the policy which the hon.
gentlemen advocated in opposition was not
carried out. It might have been a good
policy, and I had made up my mind firmly
to support it. I announced that
when I came down I would support
the new tariff to the very letter, to
see how it worked, and if it worked well I
would continue to support it. My words are
on record in a dozen places in the North-
west. I also said that if the tariff did not
work well I would oppose it. I say now
that so far as they have changed it the tariff

is working to the detriment of the people of
the country. They are dissatisfied with the
government, and the government will find
that out when they come to appeal to the
North-west at the next election. There was
a mewber with whom I am very well ac-
quainted, who was strongly opposed to the
duty on binders. The binder and the seeder
and those larger implements are the ones we
are interested in. The hon. gentleman
spoke about the hammers and axes and
things of that kind, but they do not amount
to anything. A binder costs $150, and a
sceder costs $80, of course we have differ-
ent kinds of seeders—the disc drill seeder
and the shoe seeder and the hoe seeder.
They have different prices, from $175
down. These seeders and binders are
articles which cost a good deal of money.
The government took the duty off the raw
material and made the material to the
manufacturer cheaper, but the price of the
manufactured article is just the same. They
charge just as much to-day as they charged
three years ago. They cuharge more for a
seeder I think, but they charge just as much,
at any rate, for all those articles. Then
take the matter of wagons. I paid $77 and
some cents for a wagon before I came down
here. That is the reason we find fault with
the government. They have left the duty
on the manufactured article the same, and
have taken the duty off the raw material so
that the manufacturer can produce the
article for less money and have the benefit
of the free trade, and we whose business it
is to till the soil, those articles being our
raw material, our stock in trade that should
be made as cheap as possible, find they cost
us just as much as before. When I was in
the House of Commons, I opposed the gov-
ernment on the question of the thirty-five
per cent duty. The duty was thirty-five per
cent the first session I was there. I asked
to have it twenty-five per cent, and voted
against the government because they did
not do it. I say that there is no wiser
policy that the government could possibly
adopt than to reduce the duty on binders,
ploughs and wagons and articles such as we
use in that country, because we are tilling
the soil under adverse circumstances, and we
are entitled to every concession they can
give us to make us successful, and in propor-
tion as we are successful the whole country
will benefit, and if we are successful it would
tend to bring in a good class of immigrants
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instead of

aupers, i
carried onP pers, and operations could be

in that country at a profit.

usgf,’“amf- MACDONALD (B.C.)—I have
&tten:‘ with a great deal of pleasure and
man f“m to the speech of the hon. gent..le~
e 30111 Wolseley. His declaration of in-
(I: endence of party lines as far as this
an d“ie 18 concerned, would operate very well,
o think the Conservative party in this
and 86 are perfectly free and independent,
occa; ave shown themselves so on many
&lt,homn}f' But the question of party lines,
won l(}llg perhaps working well in this House,
ary 4 not be practicable in the parliament-
1;yhorm of government. Supposing it to
e “;l (; }\;:ase in the House of Commons, you
pow ave a new government coming into
p ac:r évery year and new elections taking
b continually, so that adherence to party
an absolute necessity. But in this cham-
an:i’ Whel‘e we have not to go to the people
mem: ere we do not make or break govern-
» We are independent. His opinion on
€ operation of the tariff I believe to be
wi‘:;;oughly accurate, and I am fully in accord
every word he said on the subject.
Their é to Oﬁer‘ my trib}xt.e of welcome to
in t xcellenmeg on their return to Canada
now e exalted and responsible position they
be Occupy, and may their administration
Wel};:ospem.\s and agreeable. I also beg to
me an old friend, Mr. Kerr, to this
ouse, of which 1 am sure he will be a use-
ul member,
aﬂ‘filrst’ I will deal very briefly with Yukon
an s I is not my intention to do soin
su 8Crimonious way, knowing, or at least
"Mizing, that the ministers on the floor of
ul: Ouse were not exercising their full will,
exin“&ther.ngmg effect to party and cabinet
8€NnCY in their contention last session.
I aigly return to British Columbia last year
wh Certainly expect that many of those
0 did not understand the question, who
contrmt seen the Stikine-Teslin Railway
with :;,;t. to be very indignant and displeas-d
tion : be action of the Senate on that ques-
pleas ut I did not find the anticipated dis-
co:f“"e- Only one man who had a sub-
sten Tact from McKenzie & Mann, uttered
mo. S 1anguage about the Senate. The
are ® we know of this question the more we
8 ecg::vmced that the Senate was right. At
that st season for packing and travel—in
ot northern country, September and
ber, the waterin the Stikine River was

so low as to make navigation dangerous,
and in some cases impossible. Even if navi-
gation for six months in the year, the alti-
tude to overcome between Glenora and
Teslin would be a serious hindrance to con-
struction and difficult to overcome. Then
after all the route would not be an all-Cana-
dian one. With all the information I now
have, and with all my desire to have an all-
Canadian route by rail into the Yukon, I
would not give half a million acres of land in
the Yukon, with the power of selection the
contractors had, for the proposed narrow
gauge road. A company of British capital-
ists, with commendable enterprise, have
built and are building the White Pass Rail-
way from the head of Lynn Canal. Itis
now in operation over the most difficult part
of the route, and will be running to Fort
Selkirk this year, a distance of 300 miles
from the coast line. The great benefit of
this railway to miners; merchants and others
going into that country, will be that it gives
speedy access to the Atlin gold fields of
British Columbia, as well as to the Yukon.
Another great benefit of this road is thatits
managers have relieved the mercantile com-
munity of much worry and anxiety by
taking charge of goods at Victoria or Van-
couver forwarding and bonding them through
the fringe of United States territory to the
Dominion boundary.

Last session I directed the attention of
the government vo the wisdom, and absoluce
necessity of preserving the timber in the
vicinity of Dawson for the use of the mining
population, but I fear this has not been
done; favourites have been given undue
advantage, causing much discontent owing
to the increase in the price of fuel. The
government has gone to great expense in
connection with the Yukon, which, with
prudence, may be recouped, but which can-
not be recouped if the mining indu<try is
crippled. Fuel at reasonable prices is the
great and absolute necessity for mining, and
for sustaining life, and should be prudently
conserved for those purposes. T call the
particular attention of the government to
the unsanitary condition of Dawson, and
the number of people in hospital. Simple
municipal law, with moderate rates, should
be instituted there at once. I ask the min-
ister not to turn a deaf ear to this suuges-
tion, it is a pressing necessity. I congratu-

late the government on the intention to
get at the bottom of the official scandals in



|SENATE)

the Yukon administration, but doubt whe- |
ther the commissioner can conduct the nec-
essary investigations to a satisfactory con- |
clusion. He should be assisted by a prose- |
cutor of legal standing. I am much pleased '
to see that it is the intention to extend the:
telegraph system to the Yukon, which will,
be a great benefit to all. I would suggest .
that & cable from Skagway to the north end '
of Vancouver Island would be safer than a
land line in a wild unsettled country. I|
have to congratulate the Postmaster Gen—i
eral, and again the government, for the
introduction of the two-cent postage rate to|
Great Britain, and to other parts of the.
Empire. It is a bold and commendable |
step, and one of the class of cases where
free trade can prevail without fear of out-
side competition.

The hon. mover of the Address alluded
to the prosperous condition of our trade
and of our manufacturers. That such is
the case is very gratifying, but where would
this prosperity have been if the government
had kept to its oft-repeated pledges? The
government could see the great benefits of
the National Policy, and wisely made the
choice of adhering to its principles rather
than to their own previously expressed
opinions.

I consider prohibition the most important
subject to which reference is made in the
Speech from the Throne—a reference brief,
and insignificant considering the far rearch-
ing importance of the subject. The first
promise for a plebiscite was a great mistake
leading to results impossible of fulfilwent.
The Minister of Justice told us yesterday of
the financial difficulties in the way of adopt-
ing prohibition. Such difficulties we know
and the time to consider them was before the
promise was made, and the vote taken, and
not afterwards. Now the country stands
facing an expensive deception. I listened
with much attention to the academical
sophistry of the Minister of Justice in his
effort to show the difference between a vote
taken on a specific subject, and that taken
for the election of a member of Parliament.
I cannot accept the hon. gentleman’s con-
clusions, but believe the effect of a majority
of votes must be the same in both cases,
unless specified in the reference to the elec-
torate. There can be no grounds for a
difference in the effect and I think it will
be difficult to convince the electorate that

there is any difference. The Secretary of

State freely admits prohibition to be an
impossibility, and I fully agree with al! he
said on that subject—which shows the
unwisdom of making promises.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Would the hon. gen-
tlewman approve of a prohibitory law based
on the wishes of 23 per cent of the popula-
tion ?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I
would not approve of the law in any case.
If the whole of Canada favoured it, and I
stood alone, I would oppose it. With a
frontier of 4,000 niiles and some 14,000
miles of sea coast, it would be impossible to
carry it out. Even now smuggling is going
on constantly ; what would it be if we had
prohibition ? It would be the most demo-
ralizing thing imaginable, it would be a
monstrous evil, but that does not justify the
promise that was made and the expense
incurred in taking a plebiscite for the pur-
pose of deceiving the electors.

With regard to the negotiations at Wash-
ington I rejoice, as a British Columbian,
that no agreement was come to, or is likely
to be come to, for the free admission of farm
products, as it would be ruinous to our
farmers.

The Alaska boundary is a matter of
such importance as to demand a settlement
as soon as possible, owing to the importance
of the developments in the Yukon and
northern British Columbia, and I regret
that no agreement has been come to. I
freely admit that any one who has read the
treaty of 1825 between Russia and Great
Britain, and who has studied the coast line,
must see that there are difficulties in the
way of the parties directly interested coming
to a decision satisfactory to both. A disin-
terested tribunal will have to be called into
existence to settle this question. I think
the government is fully impressed with the
necessity of closing this question, and I
trust it will use every effort to arrive at
such a consummation.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—After the grand rhe-
torical convolutions and shoutings that we
have listened tofor the last forty-eight hours,
perhaps I may be permitted to make a few
prosy remarks. I am sorry to see that
my hon.friend from Wolseley ( Mr.Perley) has
gone out, because I do not care to speak
about a man behind his back ; still I cannot
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allow his statements to go without some

g?:ﬁ; regret very m.uch that that hon.
Soote lll)lan has ot contined himself to sub-
s a x: out which he knows something. He
dogbt an of good intelligence as a farmer no
Cereal; a good ]ud'ge of lands, of l.my, cq.ttle,
N and I believe roots of various kinds,
comm, en he comes to talk about trade and
llsinerce he is out of his element. As a
culo ess man, he certainly stands in a ridi-
the us position when he comes to talk about
o tm.'a'n“facturmg and importing interests
ma “} country. Any one knows that the
Dulacturing interest is hostile to the im-
g;)l‘blng interest. In all cases the importers
© Opposed to protection ; they prefer to im-
Port their goods from where they cau be
- ught to the best advantage, and in this
ay control the merchandise of the country.
pl;e' on. gentleman spoke of the importers
5 ssmg goods on their shelves and said that
" SPension of their business was caused
rough indecision as to the trade policy of
m‘: g%vernment. He said further that the
then'u acturer was not ready to go on, and
tmporter was not ready to import, and

€ consequence was the shelves of the im-
?3‘;':91‘8 were empty instead of being filled for
im or five years. Any one knows that an
or %Orber does not import stocks to last four
ar Ve years. With the present business
'angements and shipping facilities we im-
E{:Z: t;;Vl%t‘y four months and replenish gtock 5
on tehore’ therewasno necessity for hesitancy
the € part of those gentlemen to supply
. 0mselves with ordinary goods. But to
mawkyou further how little the hon. gentle-
int: nows of .wha.t he was talking about, I
tha.t,nt‘lupted him, when I heard him state
oo had to pay forty cents a gallon for
wa on burning oil, because I thought he
th: EO‘DE too far. Tam prepared to say that
at st burning oil, White Rose oil, is sold
8‘mg)!‘.esent by the barrel for 20 cents a gallon,

1S even lower wholesale.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—

ere is that?
Hon. Mr. DEVER—In St. John.

WHOn. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
: © can buy it for that in Belleville, but the

on. gentl ices i th-
West.g eman spoke of prices in the Nor

thEHOH- Mr. DEVER—It shows simply
ils’ that these things are controlled by
Stance. Supposing he lived in some parts

of British Columbia, he might have to pay
fifty cents a gallon for his burning oil.

Hon. Mr. FORGET—How much did you
pay for oil two or three years ago !

Hon. Mr. DEVER—I paid 21 cents;
it is only 25 cents a gallon now by retail.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
It is dearer now in Belleville.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—The hon. gentleman
from Wolseley also spoke of free trade and
protection. He belaboured the government
because they put certain goods on the free
Jist, and yet he claimed that the protection
which exists led to combinations, so hon.
gentlemen can see that he is very like a cer-
tain class of fly which passes over one’s
sound parts and lights upon the sores. I
cannot xympathize with him when the flies
settle on him, because he brought the trouble
on himself. He and another gentleman, in
front of me, hon. Mr. Maecdonald (B.C.),
did all they could to block the Yukon Rail-
way Bill in this House, and the consequences
of that has been that trouble has arisen in
the Yukon country, such trouble that the
British Government have had to send out
one of their first jurists to help us out of it.
If the hon. gentlemen feel as they ought to
feel, they would know that they did their
very best to bring ahout the difficulties
which led to Lord Herschell being sent here,
which brought his death upon him.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—Do not charge them
with that.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—Yes I do, because
Lord Herschell was brought to this country
to try and undo, as far as possible, what
was done through the rejection of that bill.
The defeat of that measure enabled strangers
to take possession of that country, and now
it i= difficult to get them to leave. I
sympathize with the latter hon. gentleman
(Mr. Macdonald B.C.), in the way he suffers,
and I do not wonder that he tries to retrace
his steps before the House. He should seek
to get back, if possible, without being exactly
seen as others see him, but I assure the
hon. gentleman it is well understood what
bas been done against the peace and
prosperity of the Dominion, and the people
when they get an opportunity will show
again that they are displeased with a certain
class, The hon. gentleman from Wolseley
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in the opening part of his speech said that
he was not a party man, but Le took very
good care before he was long speaking to
stab and strike under the belt all he could.
Men cannot be considered friends who hold
out their hands with a smile and at the
same time stab when they get an oppor-
tunity.

I have been in the neighbourhood of thirty
years in thishonourable chamber,Iam free to
state that the speech of the mover of the Ad-
dress gave me about as much satisfaction as
any Ihave ever heardin this House. He spoke
well and logically ; he kept his temper, and
at the same time made his points in such a
manner that he must have brougi t conviec-
tion to this House that he was speaking the
truth. The seconder of the motion ix a
gen tleman I have known for a good
many years, and he spoke with the grace
and dignity peculiar to the French members
of the Senate. Whenever they aldress the
House, expressing themsclves clearly and
forcibly, they avoid giving offence to any one,
I cannot help wishing that the mover of the
Address had been less emphatic in expressing
what he called his Anglo-Saxon feelings. 1
have never yet met such a hybrid as an
Anglo-Saxon, and 1 hope I shall never see
one, because he should be red-haired on one
side and flaxen-haired on the other. As I
look around me I cannot see any one who
answers that description in this House, not
even the hon. gentleman himself. On the
contrary, I find that he has dark hair and
eyes, and from his manly and outspoken
address, I would take him to be an Anglo-
Celt, or an Anglo-Scot, or an Anglo-Norman
as I have the honour to be myseli.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
He is a descendant of the Danes.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—Then be cught to
have red hair, but his is black. I know
in Ireland they are all looked on as red-
headed people, and when met, by the pea-
sants, the sign of the cross is put on the
forehead, to keep away the evil one. But
in speaking of the races that inhabit
this Dominien, whilst I am willing to give
fullblooded Englismen, such as the leader of
the opposition, credit for all they are and
all they have done, I have no desire that the
Anglo-Saxon shall flippantly and without
any consideration for the feelings of other
races, claim all the honour, glory and loyalty

due to the people of this great country.
Canada will be built up of all our races and
especially with the assistance of our French
Canadians who have shown that they have
representatives fit to take the highest posi-
tions in the land.

My next remark will apply to our new
Governor General. T feel that it is my duty,
as far as in me lies, to invite, compliment
and welcome that gentleman amongst us. I
have not the slightest doubt that the govern-
ment of Great Britain made the selection of
the present Governor General keeping in
view the record of his predecessors, and if
he should prove equal to them this country
will have no reason to complain. If ever
people were blessed in that respect, it is the
people of Canada, from the days of Lord
Dufferin to the present time. I hope that
His Excellency will meet with the same suc-
cess and win the same confidence of the people
that his predecessors did ; if so he will have
no reason tocowplain of hissojourninCanada.
With reference to Lord Herschell, who lost
his life at Washington, I had the honour of
sitting near him at an entertainment given
in his honour at St. John when he was pass-
ing through that city. A dinner was given
in his honour, with the mayor of St. John
presiding as chairman, and such citizens as
felt disposed to be guests. I had the honour
of sitting on the left of our Mayor whilst
Lord Herschell sat on +he right. For
two hours I had the satisfactory pleasure
of sitting near a gentleman elected by
his sovereign as being one of the
greatest jurists and diplomats of his
day, a man full of knowledge, full of
patriotism, coming out to the assistance of
our, and his country, to adjust, if pessible,
the differences that exist between Great
Britain and the United States. In listening
to that man speaking, and observing him for
two hours, I came to the conclusion that he
was a man of most astonishing simplicity
of character and yet fullness of know-
ledge. The unassuming character of his
intercourse with us was such that it would
be hard to forget it afterwards, knowing the
sad end he bad after six months of worry
and care on behalf of his and this country. I
feel, hon. gentlemen, that we have lost
a friend, and if it were permissable to give
expression to my feelings of respect for his
manly conduct and patriotism, I would hope
that in another world he shall reap a high
reward. I shall now make a few remarks
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With regard to the personnel of the
&‘esent government. It is my duty
State that I feel we are blessed with
 government, from the Premier to the
ZOUngest member of the cabinet, that any
ountry might feel proud of. I believe that
ofet}: are men of honour, men of ability, men
e ruth and honesty. I believe they are
o D anxious to promote the best interests
P this country, and that the people of
¢ nada feel that they are the right men in
® Tight place. Having these people in
POWer hag given confidence to the country,
and .the"e‘ will be prosperity under their ad-
Ministration, Complaint has been made
inat the present ministry have been pursu-
itg' the policy of their predecessors. While
'8 rather flattering, I should think, to
wl;)se _@embers of the former government
O 81t in this House and also in the other
Ouse, I do not see why they should take
Umbrage at it There is one thing, certainly,
. 1Y are not following them in, and that is
In their throat-cutting amongst themselves
:lm hot having amongst them what is
alled a negy, of traitors. We have heard
o complaing of treachery ; no drumming of
rones from the hive, and I, tor the life of
:1110’}1 cannot see why a proud Englishman,
a.llc A4S my hon. friend on my right, would
W himself to be bottle holder for such a
crowd, who, he knows, looked upon him as
) 12 unfit to associate with and unfit to be
*ader of the government of this country.
1 glad to say that this House did not
l(i)oh Upon the hon. gentleman in the same
ght, for they gave him an opportunity of
going to the country, and I think declared
it hlm from both sides of this House that
his ebWent to the country we would stand to
ack and return him triumphant as
"eier of this Dominion if we could.
at 1 would suggest is that we should
wa, 988 enmity to each other. What we
no J"t 18 more fair play, more charity, and
or 80 much spite. I know it is very h!_l!'d
plac Men who have fallen from the high
chae's to forget, but still forgiveness a}ld
glo "ty are garments that cover with
wery those who suffer. If this feeling
N inek carried out we could legislate, I
ang Wwith some credit to ourselves,
an t‘her.e would be no necessity for
th ag"aablon to be gotten up to reform
° Senate. There is another remark
ould like to make, and that is with

have I

e!‘esnce to the winter port of Canada.

No credit is given to a government,
who have been largely instrumental and
are following up the good work, for
making one of our Canadian ports one of
the most prominent ports on this continent,
a port for the last two seasons that
has been issuing from its harbour and
wharfs cargoes of food of every description,
even the very turkeys for Christmas dinners
for the proudest and wealthiest nation in
the world. Hon. gentlemen from the west
may not see the importance of this, bus I
assure hon. gentlemen that merchants and
people who have the well-being of the whole
of this Dominion at heart will have the
greatest respect and regard for the men who
have given this winter port that attention,
and will appreciate the efforts of the gov-
ernment to introduce into the city of Mont-
real the Intercolonial Railway, because it
is known that the Intercolonial cost
this Dominion fifty million dollars, and
from the time it was built to a very recent
date it is well known that it has never given
any returns on the vast amount of money
invested in its construction. The great
cause of this was that while it started from
the Atlantic, it terminated somewhere in
the woods in the neighbourhood of Que-
bec. In was met by the Grand Trunk
Railway, and the Grand Trunk Rail-
way, protecting itself, naturally, charged for
freight delivered to the Intercolonial
such a rate that it was impossibe for the
Intercolonial Railway to place it at the point
of delivery without having to charge more
freight on the goods than merchants could
afford to pay. In this way the Intercolonial
Railway was a non-paying investment, and
this government, after some twenty-fiveyears,
was the fist to make an effort at all events
to improve it, and T hope—and I think we
all hope—that their effort will be successful.
At all events. it is an effort, and an effort in
the right direction. There is another remark
I desire to make, and it is this: Complaint
has been made that the business between
Great Britain and Canada, notwithstanding
the twenty-five per cent preference given to
goods of that country, is not as extensive as
it should be. This is rather bad, I admit,
and unsatisfactory, but in looking into this
matter more closely it will be seen that there
is a sufficient cause for it, and the cause, in
my opinion, is that the exports of Great
Britain, if hon. gentlemen will také the
trouble to look, are not nearly so great for
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the last two years as they had been. In’;
fact, they are for the first time superseded |
by the exports of the United States; in|
other words, goods of the same class in the |
United States can be got to better advant-|
age, and consequently importers must neces-
sarily import their goods from that country
which gives the best value. To show that
this is no supposition I would read a small
paragraph showing that the exports of Great
Britain for 1898 were less than the exports
of the United States which is someching
that hon. gentlemen may not yet have real-
ized. In fact, when I saw the returns I
was astonished myself, because I did think
that Great Britain was the greatest exporter
of merchandise in the world, but I find the
last year or two that the United Stutes are
exceeding them extensively. The paragraph
reads :

March 18th. Ambassador Choate’s 1emark that
the United States and the United Kingdom would
doubtless continue a friendly rivalry in regard to the
world’s commerce, is quite justified by the latest
figures on the commerce of the two countries, as com-
pared with the treasury bureau. The exports of
domestic merchandise from the United States in the
eight months ending with February, amount to $829,-
335,141, and those from the United Kingdom amount
to $798,960,427. In the calendar year 1898 the domes-
tic exports from the United States amounted to

$1,233,564,828, while those from the United Kingdom
amounted to $1,161,944,331.

Showing that there is a cause operating
against the preference we give to Great
Britain. There is a cause operating against
us to keep down the imports of that country
in our returns, and therefore it is rather an
answer to those gentlemen who complain
that the preference has not done any par-
ticular good to Great Britain. They will
see that it did do good, because if they had
not the preference there would be a further
reduction according to these returns from
Great Britain,

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD(B.C.)—It isa
very small difference.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—It is an immense
difference when you come to take it as
against the returns of a few years ago. It
shows that the United States are going up
and Great Britain is coming down.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—How
do you account for that !

Hon. Mr. DEVER—I¢t is the great pros-

perity of the United States. They are ship-

ping all over the world, and to-day they are
the great competitor of Great Britain.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-- And
Germany too.

Hon. Mr. DEVER—I was going to say,
in answer to the complaint that the present
government do not stand well with the
United States, that I have no proof of that
further than this, that I am not aware that
they have been ejected from the United
States yet, or that they were brought to ac-
count for any information that they had un-
authoritatively given during former meet-
ings of some of our delegates in that coun-
try. They have been wise enough to hold
their tongues, and I believe that if the
present government do not succeed in
making a treaty with them, that no other
government will ever succeed, because in
my opinion the present government are
looked upon as men of honour, not a tricky
lot, telling one story here and another there.
They are men who have stated what they
want, and the United States representatives
know it, and will treat them accordingly.
With reference to the temperance question,
that is a matter I would rather not touch
upon, but really I do think there is a class
of men who call themselves temperance men
who are not temperance men, who in my
opinion are half crazy men who speak for
the temperance men because we must all
respect temperance men, and people who are
reasonable and moral, who want to carry
moral reformation, but we are not in favour
of anarchists and bomb throwers, or men such
as Mr. Bulmer who wrote the letter that has
been read by the hon. leader of the opposi-
tion. The man quotes the language that has
been appropriated from the language of the
Jews at the Crucifixion—of whom ? At the
Crucifixion of Christ, when Pilate was asked
to have him executed, hesaid : “ No, I wash
my hands clear of this transaction.” ¢ Oh,”
they said *crucify Him and let the
sin be upon us and our children.”
Those are about the words of Bulmer from
Victor Hugo, and are these the kind of men
that are going to carry vemperance in the
country. He boasts that he has a thousand
churches at his back. I have some know
ledge of the religious people of this country,
and I do not think any church will give
credit to such a man as that. I hope they
will not. I hope there is too much feeling
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ofi;hﬂsnanity to tolerate firebrands of that
bl‘Oa."l nen th_rowing bomb shells and slander
beca cast without any foundation for it,
8bou‘;se nobody is opposed to him if he goes
\ the matter properly. All the religious

Ple in Canada think we should be a tem-

Tance coun
“ountry, try, and we are a temperance

le Hoz%_ Mr. LANDRY—Better answer the
T In the press.

geﬁf“‘ Mr. DEVER—Would the hon.
®man like to hear it read?

Hon, Mr. LANDRY—No.

Hon M )
. . MACDONALD (B.C.)—It
Was read here the other day.

Hon, Mr. DEVER—Iam sorry the letter

Wag .
end read, because reading the letter was
OI‘SIng it.

gori™ Mr. LANDRY—Then the hon.
®man was endorsing Pilate?

dOgOn. Mr. DEVER—The hon. gentleman
is &“not, know what he is talking about. He
adrift on the school question.

oo Mr. LANDRY—But my hon.
18 quoting Pilate.
Hg‘{l 2:' Mr. DEVER—T have detained the
. Some time in presenting my views to
feeli‘ngentlemen, but I did so in all good
shou) g’h use I am most desirous that we
ave good feeling in this chamber.

Hon. Si
Hear, hearl,r MACKENZIE BOWELL—

O\II'Hé)ni) Mr. DEVER—And if we carry on
spirit,e ates we should carry them on with a
Suppo of fair play and each and all of us
are 1" those views of politics that we think
of thi, tl)%l?u.lated for the largest number
our 4y Oominion. If we do that we willdo
°Pport,t'y » and T think we will also give an
Ple of Unity to the gentlemen that the peo-
Voteg the country have selected by their
angd ; % carry on the public business
the In whom, in my humble opinion,
People have entire confidence.
iy Mr. CLEMOW Tt is with some
Makq nce that I arise at this late hour to
betorea few observations on the question,
of B, U8. T thought, on reading the speech
%Ex%"ency, there was so little in it

that it required very little discussion, but I
have been wrong in that assumption, as I
possibly may be in others with respect to
the general outline of the matters under the
consideration of the present government.
The mover of this Address in reply to the
Governor General’s speech is a man familiar
with the political life of this country, and he
showed by Lis course that he was an ardent
supporter of the present administration.
That is his right. Nobody can find fault
with him for that. He has a perfect right
to have his own opinion on these matters.
But he went a little further. He considered
we would justify him in saying that the pre-
sent government was the best government
the country ever had. Well, he may be of
that opinion, but I do not believe that that
opinion will be generally entertained by the
great majority of the people of this country.
If the violation of all the pledges that were
made by these gentleman for the last

eighteen or twenty years, if the
introduction of very crude and un
considered measures for the conside-

ration of this Parliament and the increasing
of the debt of the Dominion entitle them to
be considered the best government of this
country, then these gentleman are entitled
to that distinction. With respect to the
speech itself, we are told that the comumis-
sioners who attended at Washington have
not been able to accomplish anything. This
must have been a great disappointment to
those gentlemen, because we all know that
they have persistently for years and years
declared before the House and before the
country that the United States people were
so enamoured with them that they would
consent and agree to any proposition that
might be submitted to them for their appro-
val, but they have found by sad experience
thatour neighbours are not made of that kind
of stuff, that they have always looked after
their own interests, and it is utterly impos-
sible to conceive anything more foolish than
to suppose that they would be actuated by
any other course than the course that they
would consider beneficial to themselves and
their own country. That is perfectly
right, and nobody can find fault with it,
but the government in power at present,
when in opposition, made the charge that the
United States were so adverse to the mem-
bers of the Conservative government and
their policy that they would not listen to
any recommendations they might make, and
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therefore, reciprocity or the settlement of
any difficulties between the two countries
could not be expected until there was a
change of government. There has been a
change of government, and the hon.
gentlemen have been to Washington and
have come back and I believe that the
United States will never give fair value in
return for what we may give them. Thatis
the course they have pursued for a great
many years, and they will continue
it to the end of the chapter. I believe our
commissioners came in contact with these
eminent men in the United States and won
a certain amount of admiration from those
gentlemen, which may be productive of good
results in the future. I think that Sir
Wilfrid Laurier’s words will have the effect
of smoothing the way for those gentlemen in
the future. But there is an outside pressure
bearing on them, and I do not care what
these gentlemen in authority do, there is a
power behind them controlling them, and it
is useless to go to the United States and
beg for some concession. I do not think we
require it.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Hear,
hear.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—I think we are
better without it.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—And if we had
gone on in our own way this country would
have been as prosperous or even inore pros-
perous than at the present time. It isa
consolation to me that the hon. gentlemen
on the opposite side admit that this country
is prosperous. It has taken the Liberal
party twenty-five years to find out that fact.
‘We have been claiming it from year to year.
We have been quoting statistics to prove it
was correct, but they never would believe it
till they assumed the reins of power. I am
glad to hearit. We will hear nothing more
in the future of blue ruin and men decrying
the country. That is a source of satisfac-
tion and consolation to me as a loyal man.
These gentlemen went to Washington and
were very cautious no doubt. We may
benefit by it in the future, but it seems tu
me most extraordinary that under all the
circumstances this conference was not held
in this city, the capital of the country. I

cannot understand it. I always thought
these negotiations, being of a semi-nation
character, should be conducted at the capi-
tal of the country. I am almost begin-
ning to think that we are not the capital
of the country. If any great affair takes
place it must be removed from Ottaws
to some other city. I do not object to
Quebec, but upon principle I think all
these negotiations should take place ab
the capital of the coyntry where the dis-
cussion is carried on. I had hoped and ex-
pected that Sir Wilfrid Laurier would have
insisted on this as a principle, because he
has shown a great desire in the past to make
this city the Washington of the North. I
hope the effect of his visit to Washington
will open his eyes. He will study the sys-
tem pursued in Washington, and will yet
carry out the promise he made at the time
of the election some years ago. We are the
capital of the country, and I think we ought
to enjoy all the benefit of it. But I am told
that the reason he did not ask the commis-
sioners to come to Ottawa was owing to ite
want of attraction and the want of proper
accommodation. I cannot vouch for the
truth of that, but it was generally promul-
gated here, and I believe it gained some cur-
rency in the United States newspapers. If
that is the case, it is most deplorable that
the capital of the Dominion of Canada has
not sufficient accommodation to attract the
peopleto the south of us. I do trust the visit
to Washington may have a beneficial effect
upon the hon. gentlemen who represented
us there duringthe last five or six months.
They had a very pleasant six months outing,
enjoyed themselves in Washington I have
no doubt, as princes. It is true an unfortun-
ate circumstance took place in the death of
two very prominent men. Lord Herschell
is reported to have said that he was there
six months, and received nothing but &
broken leg. We have not had that misfor-
tune to complain of, because our representa-
tives are back in robust health, and have
enjoyed themselves, and all we have todo in
the future is to pay the piper, to pay the ex-
penses of these gentlemen and their large
retinue and staff of officials, and an army of
underlings, I suppose, that were necessary
for the purpose of carrying on the negotia-
tions in Washington. It may have one good
effect at any rate: it may show the people
of this country that whether they are
desirous of obtaining some concessions in the
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:;lggl b di_rec_tion from the United States or
lon, ' is impracticable, and they will no
caniifl‘tendeavour to carry out a thing which
of tho be accomplished. ~ That is the result
e conference, and I believe the country
'eloice at the ending of the negotiations.
these ing the case, the collapse of
Degotiations will be a source of benefit

U8 in the future,

H:‘lon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
T, hear. I believe that myself.

im];[oou' Mr. CLEMOW-—There is one
ceivemnt matter which I think might re-
of t,hisome little consideration at the hands
s nos Edmmlgt,mtion. It is a subject which
the ¥ engaging, and has been engaging,
1°°n81der:‘nion and attention of the
yeaese. of this country for a great many
Bay G, T allude to the Ottawa and Georgian
will b:nal. No work was ever devised that
Sener) of such permanent benefit to the
Prosperity of the Dominion as that

dOne.b 1 admit that a great deal has been
Teay Y this country in affording necessary
itieg 8 of transportation, but still the facil-
inere :;:8 Insufficient to meet the great and
the 80"18 requirements of the country, and
fact, aOner the government recognize this
t"uctiond make some provision for the con-
coung 0 of this canal the better for the
commirs hon. gentlemen all know, a
nat.:tee was appointed last year by this
Circy)o, and their report has been largely
of thete];i thf‘o}lghout the length and breadth
encoy "Ominion, and has had the effect of
of themgmg to such an extent the promotors
8cheme that, they are now in England
Purpose of having it fully carried
lieve when the names of the

out,

em:
mi;n;: b Wen who will take an interest in
furt,he: Jlect become known, there will be no
Cessfy) 088 Of. time in carrying it to a suc-
the ggnouclusion. I hope ‘and trust that
thig eon ®men controlling the destinies of
10 the i‘lntry will show that they are alive,
it hap IBportance of this matter, not because
now b?:.m to be a local measure, for it has
thag th ™e a national question, and one
a 8rea,t,e .People of England are taking
thay w°m$nwrest in, and one, I think
intel'ests do more to benefit the material
Which 1, of the country than any work
Other 0“ been undertaken by this or any
the o S0vernment. I will not even except
1an Pacific Railway, because when

this canal is constructed, it will be the means
of transporting cheaply the heavy articles
which are so much required in England.
We were told to-day by the hon. gen-
tleman from Shell River (Mr. Boulton)
that the demand in England for iron ore was
becoming greater every year, and this iron
ore cannot be transported except by water
at a low freight rate. Railways cannot
transport it at a remunerative rate, and
therefore it is of the utmost importance that
this canal should be undertaken and con-
structed as soon as possible. We know that
there is a company formed in England. We
know they have made a certain proposition
to this country, and it is only waiting the
final decision of this country to say whether
the matter will be undertaken within a very
limited period of time. I consider it my
duty. as one of the representatives of this
section of the country, to bring it to the
notice of the country at large. 1 hope and
trust that we will continue, as we have
always boasted in the past that we have
been, to pose as a non-partizan body. We
have acted upon that principle for a
great many years, and I think with
beneficial effect to the country at large.
‘We have not been partizan in any sense of
the word. We have endeavoured to dis-
charge our duties. We have looked at every
measure irrespective of the source from
which it emanated, and given it our best
oconsideration in disposing of it. I hope
that may long continue to be the course
pursued in this chamber.

Hon. Mr. BAKER—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW_—Ofcourse we know
politicians are sometimes led away by force of
circumstances. That I suppose applies more
to the Lower House than to the Senate ;
but still we can all enjoy our own rights.
We can have all the privileges we desire.
‘We can express our views, and still we can
maintain that dignity that ought to pertain
to a high chamber like the Senate. It is
true we are told that some great change is
to take place. We do not know exactly
what that may be. We hear it heralded
forth through the papers of this country.
At one time it was said that we were to be
hanged, for the purpose of getting rid of us.
Another time we are told that some reform
is to take place. I do not know whether
they consider abolition necessary or not ;
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but there is a scheme on foot to dispose of
this chamber, or destroy the influence it has
had in the past. In my opinion a check is
necessary in our system of government, it
has been employed on some occasions and I
believe with advantage to the country. I
think that is the general opinion of the
entire country. Whether I am right or
wrong is a matter that is capable of being
demonstrated by facts to the whole people
of this country, and I believe that you will
find in place of 22 or 23 per cent of the
people as in the case of the prohibition plebis-
cite that there would be 75 or 90 per cent

in favour of retaining the Senate
for the purpose of checking legis-
lation from the Lower Chamber. The

more people object the better will be for the
Senate. In your private business you wust
have checks. You need them in legislation
as in other matters. If you hold that the
Senate is not needed as a check, you might as
well say thereshould be no checks ofanykind ;
dismiss the Auditor General, let the Lower
House manage the affairs of the country,
just as they desire, without check of any
kind. A great deal has been said with
reference to the proposed Gerrymander Bill.
I do not know whether T am in order in
speaking of this matter, because it is not
before us, but I have been told on very re-
. liable authority that the introduction of
such a measure at this time is illegal. If
such is the case, it would be a great mis-
fortune if a bill of this kind were rushed
through the House and found to be illegal.
*Would it not be within the range of parlia-
mentary procedure that this measure should
be submitted to the Supreme Court, in order
to ascertain their views as to whether this
measure could be passed by Parliament at
this time. T am not a lawyer, and T cannot
tell whether it would be legal or not. I
hear such a strong opinion expressed outside,
however, that I should like to hear what the
opinion of the Supreme Court is. With re-
ference to the plebiscite I have very little
tosay. I never took anystock in it. Idid
not think it was a measure that ought to
have been submitted. However, the gov-
ernment in their wisdom thought differ-
ently. They had a right to do it, and the
only advantage we have now is that we
bave to pay about a quarter of a million
dollars for the purpose of gratifying——

Hon. Mr. SCOTT— About $181,000.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW—That is a small
difference. Two or three millions make no
difference to this government. They were
going to reduce the expenditure, but they
increased it two millons : but that is noth-
ing. They have large expansive ideas, and
they will increase the liabilities of this
country to such an extent that they will
frighten people away.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—My hon. friend thinks
there is no difference between $181,000 and
$250,000.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW_—-However, that
money is spent and gone. The Secretary of
State told us to-day frankly that he did not
think it was possible to carry out the mea-
sure even if Parliament passed it. Why
did he not give us that information before !
It seems to me if he entertained those views,
then it was his bounden duty to come for-
ward and say “ It is useless, because suppos-
ing you carry it by 75 per cent of the people
of this country it would not be possible to
enforce it.”

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I did not say that.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
But your argument led to that.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I did not say any
nuinber, but certainly it should not be less
than 75 per cent.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW —If you had told the
people that, would they have gone and
risked their money and their reputation if
they had known iv would require a seventy-
five per cent vote in favour of it Would
they have taken that course if they had been
told that & I do not belong to either party-
I am on the fence.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Oh, Oh!

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW_—I never took any
stock in it. I thought the Scott Act was &
perfect humbug. The people were hum-
bugged and they got so disgusted with it
that they either annihilated it or would not
re-enact it. I believe, as this matter is now
settled, it rests altogether with the govern-
ment and their friends to carry out their
own views just as they please. As far as
the Conservative party are conoerned, they
have acted an honest, independent part in
this whole matter. They have been per-
fectly free to say from the beginning *1It is
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a matter for yourselves, and it is your own
funeral ; dispose of it as you think proper.
The present government have taken that
course and gone to the people and spent
their money, and they now return in 'the
same way as they came back from Washing-
ton with nothing accomplished, and the only
result is the payment of this large sum of
money, which must be taken from the
pockets of the poor people of this country.

With respect to the postal system, there
is a differenee of opinion. There is no doubt
that the reduction of postage, so far as do-
mestic letters are concerned, may be right
enough, but I doubt the policy of extending
it across the ocean. If what the Postmaster
General says is correct—if there is sufficient
revenue to meet the expenditure, it is right
enough, but it will take some time to make
up the difference, the reduction is so great.
But I suppose the people are a.lways_sa.txsﬁed
to have a reduction, no matter how it comes.
They will always take a reduction rather
than an increase. It is difficult to get an 1n-
crease when they require additional revenue,
and when they have to put up the rate they
will find it extremely difficult to persuade
the people that they are acting in the public
interest. It is a question, therefore, whether
it was not in advance of what the people ex-
pected of the government. Our postal ser-
vice has been well managed, and no one
found fault with the small exaction of three
cents for carrying a letter from one end of
Canada to the other. Perhaps in the future,
when our resources are larger, some further
reduction may take place. However, we will
take what we have. The government are
entitled to the credit of initating this reform,
although T see some papers prefer to give
credit to people on the other side of the At-
lantic. The Postmaster General is entitled
to some consideration for the steps taken,
and if it should turn out as he expects it will,
there will be no reason to complain ; but if
it should result in a further deficit in the re-
venue of the Post Office Department, there
will be an outcry against the government
for having acted precipitately in this im-
portant matter.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER—On account of the
general desire that exists for closing the
debate to-night, I shall not detain the
Houss long; but I ask to be allowed to
make a few remarks in connection with the
question which has been agitated for some

years, which is still unsettled, but which is
put in jeopardy by the course taken by the
government. I refer to the Manitoba
school question. This year as last year, the
Speech from the Throne has omitted any
reference to this question. I am not sur-
prised at that. T expected the government
would take that course; yet it is precisely
against that course I enter my protest.
There are no rights belonging to any indi-
vidual or section of the country which are
so clear, so well defined, and so indisput-
able as the rights of the minority in Mani-
toba, yet these rights have been trampled
upon for ten years. These rights have been
securcd by Imperial promises, by Federal
promises, by provincial promises. They
have been embodied in the constitution,
and they are within the spirit of the
principles underlying the whole political
fabric of this country; yet these rights
have been trampled upon for the last ten
years, and I am bound to confess that the
chance for the minority to recover their
rights is losing ground on account of the
course taken by the government. The
policy of the government is to do nothing
for the relief of the minority. Ttis to force,
as it were, upon the people, the belief that
the school question is settled. It is my
duty to protest against that course, and if
you want to know in what shape the school
question is at present, whether it is settled
or not, I beg you to hear the latest utter
ances of Mr. Greenway on the 13th of Feb-
ruary last, in which he said :

There were people who at the present time were
making it their business to cast insinuations at the

overnment’s attitude on the matter of public schools.

hese people did not hesitate to say that the govern-
ment had weakened in the position it had all along
adopted, and of these he wished to say that they
never made a greater mistake. It was impossible for
the government to keep officials watching at the door
of every school, but one thing the government would
and could do was to see to it that if the regulations
fnvemmg the management of these schools were vio-
ated, the government grant would be withheld. The
government stood to-day where it has always stood
since the sing of the Public School Act. ~ Its ain
was to wake the people of this province one in educa-
tion, and one in helping to develop the country, and
it would brook no interference in carrying out its
policy along these lines.

This is the way the school question is
settled. We are expected to drop our claims
and submit quietly to that law which for
ten years we have been fighting with all the
energy we could. This we cannot be ex-
pected to do, and I want to enter, at this

| stage of the debate, my protest against the
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government and against their policy. It
will be our duty, again and again, until the
question is settled, as it ought to be settled,
to affirm our rights, to affirm the jurisdiction
of this parliament, and to demand that this
Parliament exercise their powers by pro-
viding a true and constitutional remedy for
the grievances of the minority, and a remedy
of a permanent character.

The motion was agreed to.

VACATION OF HON. MR. SUTHER-
LAND’S SEAT.

The SPEAKER read a statement from the
Clerk as follows :—

In conformity with the 99th Rule of the Senate, I
have the honour to report, for the information of the
Senate, that the hon. John Sutherland, member of
the Senate, for the province of Manitoba, has failed
to give his attendance in the Senate for the last two
consecutive sessions of the present Parliament.

Firstly. For and during the second session of the
Eiﬁ}xth Parliament, which was opened on the twenty-
fifth day of March, one thousand eight hundred and
ninety-seven, and prorogued on the twenty-ninth day
of June of the same year.

Secondly. For and during the third session of the
Eight Parliament, which was opened on the third day
of February, one thousand eight hundred and ninety-
eight, and prorogued on the thirteenth day of June
of the same year. .

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Following the practice
that was adopted in former cases, as for
instance in the case of Hon. Geo. Alexander
in May, 1891, I move, seconded by Hon.
Mr. Scott, that the report of the Clerk be
referred to the committee appointed to con-
sider the Orders and Customs of this House
and the Privileges of Parliament, the com-
mitiee to meet to-morrow, at a quarter to
three o’clock, in the Senate Chamber.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.
THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, 23rd March, 1899.

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
©0’Clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

"THE COMMITTEE OF SELECTION.
REPORT ADOPTED.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee
-of Selection, presented their first report and

moved that it be adopted. He said:—
Perhaps it would be more intelligible to
the members of this House if I explained
the changes on the different committees,
and hon. gentlemen will see that there has
been as little displacement as possible. The
Library Committee remains unchanged with
one exception. The Hon. Mr. Miller, as
ex-speaker, claims the privilege of being
placed on the Library Committee and his
name has been substituted for Mr. Wark’s,
On the Joint Committee on Printing the
ouly change is the substitution of Mur.
Cochrane for Mr. Perley, with the approval
of the hon. gentleman, if I am correctly
advised. They make an exchange which I
will explain later on. On the Standing
Orders Committee, Mr. Yeo, the new mem-
ber, takes the place of Mr. Aikins. On the
Committee on Banking and Commerce Mr.
Perley takes the place of Mr. Cochrane,
making the exchange I spoke of. Mr. Pa-
quet takes the place of Mr. De Blois. We
thought proper to put him on the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours, I
will advert later on to a suggestion that the
committee desire to make to the House.
On the Miscellaneous Private Bills Com-
mittee, Mr. McSweeney takes the place of
Mr. Adams and Mr. Carmichael takes the
place of Mr. Macfarlane. On the Internal
Economy Committee Mr. Paquet takes Mr.
De Blois’ place and Mr. Kerr is substituted
for Mr. Baitd on the Divorce Committee, as
Mr. Baird is quite willing to retire. The
committee, I may add, have suggested a
change in the rule restricting the number on
two important committees, Banking and
Commerce, and Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbours. It was quite impossible to take
in the new members without creating con-
siderable friction in the older committees,
and it was thought advisable to recommend
to the House to allow the Committeeon Bank-
ing and Commerce to be increased by five
members and the Comimittee on Railways,
Telegraphs and Harbours to be increased by
an equal number, making the Committee on
Banking and Commerce thirty instead of
thirty-five, and the Committee on Railways,
Telegraphs and Harbours forty instead of
twenty-five. The names proposed to be
added to the Banking Committe are the
Hon. Messieurs Carmichael, McSweeney,
Dandurand, Yeo and Kerr, and on Railways,
Telegraphs and Harbours, Hon. Messieurs,
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K:;ré Mackeen, Kirchhoffer, Villeneuve and
ra.

. The motion was agreed to, and the report
a8 adopted undera suspension of the rules.

CUSTOMS AND EXCISE DUTIES IN
THE YUKON DISTRICT.

MOTION.

Hon, MACKENZIE BOWELL

Moved :

That an humple Address be presented to His Ex-

< ! X
fllency the Governor (Genera ; praying that His

Sir

m’éﬁ?ﬂ"“ﬁy will cause to be laid before the Senate, a
duties 81{) ng the amounts of customs and excise
the ]):0 lected on goods imported into that part of
countr m}nlon known as the Yukon and Klondike
firat dug oy Che first day of September, 1898, to the
the pe% Of March, 1899, specifying the character of
importeds 30 Imported, and the countries from whence
Quantity 5 together with a statement showing the
adian o), 20d character, as far as practicable, of Can-
the same p:rize;t to the said Yukon district during

He said :—
remarks upon
€Xpress a g,

I have no desire to make any
this motion further than to
part oubt as to the ability of the de-
info ment to furnish the latter portion of the
on rmation asked for, but I thought that if
p agsf’y Stem has been adopted by which goods
anot,ll?g In transitu from one province to
the her’ which did not exist while I was at
able ::d of the department, they might be
giv give the information. If itis not
en I shall not be at all surprised,
geﬁfn' Mr. MILLS—I may say to the hon.
s deregmn that _there will probably be con-
Whicf; le delay in obtaining the information
ien he seeks by this motion. My hon.
of M 18 agking for a return to the ist day
Woe arch, 1899. As communication be-
ve nlthe capital and the Yukon country is
tiorg Slow, 1 do not think that that informa-
the 18 on hand at the present time down to
an, dl;el'lod which my hon. friend mentions,
he ix;)f b ere may be some delay in getting
Ormation for that period.
shﬁﬁ?' Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
my h quite satisfied, as sugge-ted by
dowp on. friend, if they cannot bring it
down %o alate period, if they would bring it
willin to the firs of January, or I am quite
orm, 8 to wait, provided we can get the in-
8tion asked for before the discussion

@ .
Stikisnerf::fe . upon the subject of the

. Hon. Mr. MILLS—T shall endeavour to
see that the information is brought down to
the latest period in our possession.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
That will do.

POST OFFICE EMPLOYES.
MOTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL

moved :

That an humble Address be presented to His Ex-
cellency the Governor General; praying that His
Excellency will cause to be laid before the Senate a
return showmge'— R

1. The number of persons in the employment of the
Post Office Departinent on the 30th of June, 1896,
and the total amount paid to said employees for the
year ending said 30th June, 1895,

2, A similar return giving the same information
for the year ending 30th June, 1898.

8. The number of employees in the said service on
the 12th day of July, 1896, and on the 16th February,
1899.

The motion was agreed to.

AN ADJOURNMENT.
MOTION.
Hon. Mr. MILLS moved :

That when the Senate adjourns to-morrow it do
stand adjourned until Wedunesday the 5th day of
April next at 8 o’clock p. m.

Several Hon. MEMBERS-—Too short !
Too short !

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND T quite un-
derstand that the leader of the House would
not like to take the responsibility of asking
for an adjournment to a later date, but I
have had a conference with some members of
the House who desire to have the adjourn-
ment to the 18th April. I do not know if
that would meet with the views of the
majority of the House.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
‘Would that not be too much of a reforma-
tion !

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND-—I have been
asked by several members to suggest a longer
sdjournment. Would the hon. leader of the

House consent to an adjournment to the 12th
of April?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—A longer adjournment
than that proposed in the motion would be
exceedingly unwise and undesirable The
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committees will meet to-morrow and organize,
and if we adjourn for such a length of time
no possible progress can be made. Those
who are applying for bills will be very seri-
ously embarrassed by a longer adjournment,
and it would really justify the statement,
which has been made outside, that the Senate
is not a very important body. We had
better adhere to the motion as it stands.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE It has been the
practice of the Senate to leave the question
of the length of the adjournment to be de-
termined by the government, and if the
government do not wish to have it extend
longer than to the 5th of April, I am dis-
posed to support the government. My own
opinion is that our adjournment begins really
a week too early.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND moved that
the adjournment be to the 12th of April.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—What necessity
is there to adjourn at all before next week !

Hon. Mr. MILLS——T trust that my hon.
friend will not persist in his amendment.
The proposition that I have made is the one
that I think should be adopted.

The amendment was declarced lost, and the
motion was agreed to.

" Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER—I think it
is not too late to have a vote taken on the
amendment.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes, it is too late.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHOFFER—I did not
hear the amendment put. I move that the
vote be taken on the amendment.

THE SPEAKER-—Unless notice is given
to reconsider the matter, it cannot be done.

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE—I do
not think the question is settled. Before
the Speaker can decide he must say those
who are in favour say Content, those who
are opposed Not content. The hon. the
Speaker did not put the amendment that
way to the House, and I do not think under
the circumstances, that because he says it is
carried, it precludes the possibility of taking
a vote on the question.

Hon, Mr. KIRCHHOFFER—T did not
know that it was carried.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—If the govern-
ment say that we should meet on the 5th of
April, they are responsible for the legislation
and we should accept their view.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—I move to
extend the adjournment, because of my ex-
perience of last session. I remember we
sat there for some weeks after the adjourn-
ment from day to day with little or nothing
to do. The leader of the House did not
take the responsibility of moving for a
longer delay and I thought the amendment
would be accepted. I did not know that
my amendment had been put and voted
upon.

The SPEAKER—I put the amendment
regularly and asked is it your pleasure to
adopt this motion. There were cries of
carried and lost and in my opinion the
majority were opposed to the motion and no
vote being demanded I declared the amend-
ment lost. I then put the main motion,
which seemed to have the support of the
majority and declared it carried. Personally
I should have preferred to see the amend-
ment carried and I am sorry that those
who favour a longer adjournment did not
insist on a vote being taken.

ANTIJAPANESE LEGISLATION
BRITISH COLUMBIA.
INQUIRY.

Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL

IN

Hon.
inquired :

Whether any answer has been given to the
of the Japanese government against the anti-Japanese
legislation by the British Columbia Legislature,
during the past year? If so, what is the nature of
said answer ?

protest

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I may say to my hon.
friend that no answer has yet been given to
the Japanese government. We have dis-
cussed the question with the British
Columbia Government, but have not yet
answered the Japanese government on the
subject, nor have we taken any final action
with respect to the British Columbia legisla-
tion,

The Senate adjourned.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, 24th March, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'Clock,

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE STOCK DIVORCE CASE.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED, from the Com-
mittee on Divorce, presented their second
report,recommending that the feesin thecase
of David Stock be remitted. He said :—
I believe that evidence was submitted be-
fore the committee showing the very limited

circumstances of the petitioner, and such a.

case was established as to warrant the com-
mittee in making a report asking the House

to concur in the petition that the fees be re-
mitted.

Hon. Mr. AIKINS moved concurrence in
the report of the committee.

The motion was agreed to on a division.

Hon. Mr. AIKINS introduced Bill ( A)
An Act for the relief of David Stock.”

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—T should like
to ask if the concurrence in the report of
the committee grants the prayer of the peti-
tioner. If it does Ishall oppose it. I think
1t is opening the door to too many of those
cases and it would be well to stop it at the
threshhold.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The report re:
commends that the $200 fee payable to
Parliament on the presentation of the bill
be remitted to the petitioner. I might, in
presenting the report, have stated that the
petitioner is a man with seven children
working his day’s labour in the gas construc-
tion works in Toronto. He has a very limited
Incowe, probably not exceeding $2 a day.
Evidence was brought before the committee
establishing conclusively that he was not
possessed of property to prosecute his case if
called upon to pay the fee. There seemed
to be no difference whatever amongst the
members of the committee as to the desira-
bility of remitting the fee. The Minister of
Justice was present when the matter was
discussed, and the committee felt thoroughly
warranted in pursuing this course. I might

further say that a number of precedents
have been established by this House which
are of a nature similar to that which we now
ask the House to concur in, and therefore
the committee felt justified in asking the
Senate, in this particular case, owing to the
circumstances which have been set forth in
the petition, to remit the fee of $200, and
allow the petitioner to proceed in forma
pauperis.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN—I have no
doubt the statement by the hon. gentleman
is quite correct, and I agree with the idea
that there might be an invidious distinction
between the rich and the poor man; but
there is always a danger that you may
increase the number of applications to this
House for divorce if you allow it to go
forth that we are at all times willing to
remit the fees to men or women that may
petition the House upon the basis on which
this petition is founded. The precedents to
which my hon. friend has referred have
only been in the cases of women, who are
not, as & rule, in a position to prosecute.
Under such circumstances, I believe the
House was compassionate enough to remit
the fees and ascertain the facts, but I do
not know of an instance where a man who

made an application for divorce had the fees
remitted.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—We have had no
statement of the views of the wife of the

petitioner in this case, and I think it would
be a mistake to remit the fees.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The evidence
before the committee established this fact,
and the wife, from whom the divorce is
sought, being the mother of seven children,
deserted not only her husband but her
family, to secure a license for marriage
with another person. Both the woman her-
self and the man whom she married on the
second occasion suffered imprisonment for
six months by reason of their having com-
mitted bigamy. So that, under the circum-
stances, I think the House cannot be carried
away by undue sympathy for the mother
who deserted her family. I might say, in
answer to the hon. gentleman from Glen-
garry, that the decision of such a question
should not be a matter of false sympathy.
It should be based entirely on the facts
subuwitted to the committee. I do not think

the committee ougnt to take into considera-
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tion whether it be a man or a woman who
makes the application, If the facts warrant
the husband making such an application,
the House should weigh those facts precisely
in the same way as they would in the event of
the petitioner being a woman. The question
of sex should not determine the course which
this house should pursue in the matter.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I agree with the ob-
servations made by the hon. gentleman from
Calgary. I was present in the committee
and heard the papers read and the evidence
produced, and I think that so long as you
permit divorce at all, what is proposed in
this case is a proper proceeding. The
woman, I think in 1893, deserted her
husband, and married another man. Both

were prosecuted for bigamy and sentenced to |-

six months’ imprisonment. The woman had
two children, it is stated, by her second hus-
band. The petitioner has his family of six
or seven chidren to provide for. He is
working as a day labourer in the employ of
the gas company in the city of Toronto, and
it was stated had no means beyond what was
necessary for the maintenance of his family.
It did seem to me a proper thing in this
case that he should obtain a divorce, solong
as divorce is recognized by law. I am per-
fectly aware that a large section of our popu-
lation are opposed, on principle, to divorce
from the marriage bond. There is another
large section, the Protestant section, who
think that for the cause of adultery there
ought to be provision made for a dissolution
of the marriage bond. In this country no
section of the population has ever proposed to
carry the principle further than a divorce for
adultery, and it is most fortunate for the
country that that is so, because I see, while
in this country during a period of twenty
years 116 divorces have been obtained in
this House, that in the United States, dur-
ing the same period, over 400,000 divorces
have been granted. So it is very well, in-
deed, that the power to obtain a divorce
should be confined, if permitted at all, within
the very narrow limit to which it is now re-
stricted, and if we do grant divorces—and
we are doing it now—it seems to me that the
man who applies in this case is entitled to
obtain divorce, and if so entitled, looking at
his circumstances, we ought not to demand
from him the usual fee.

The bill was read the first time on a
division.

Hon. Mr. ATKINS moved that the bill
be read the second time on the 10th of
April next.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—We have heard from
the husband ; we have heard nothing from
the woman. Itis very possible that this
map may not have supported this woman,
that he may have turned her adrift and may
be as guilty as she is. We all know that
those whom God has joined together we
should not put asunder: we are putting
these people asunder and doing it without
sufficient evidence.

The motion was agreed to.

THE FENITAN RAID MEDALS.
NOTICE OF MOTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL gave
notice

That he will call the attention of the Government to
the following proceedings of a joint meeting of the
special committee appointed by the Toronto ’66

eterans’ Association and the Red River Expedition
Association, 1870, held at Toronto, on the 22nd of
March, 1899, for the purpose of considering the best
steps to be taken for securing an early issue of the
Canada General War Medal. These were present :—

Representing the Toronto ’66 Veterans’ Association.

Major Dixon, Past President.

Capt. George Musson, Past President.

Lieut. Fahey, Past President.

Alexander Muir, President.

R. C. Marshall, 1st Vice President.

Lieut. Kingsford, 2nd Vice-President.

Capt. Stinson, David Creighton and E. A.
rossmian, Members of Executive Commiittee.

James Constable, Secretary.

Representing the Red .Ri% Expedition Association,
1870.

Capt. S. Bruce Harman, President.
Capt. J. J. Bell, Secretma’. .
Capt. Musson was appointed Chairman of the joint
meeting, and Capt. Bell, Secretary. .
After discussion, the following resolution was
ad opted unanimously :—

Moved by Lieut R. E. Kingsford, seconded by
Major F. E. Dixon, and carried : .

That this meeting deeply regrets the delay which
has occu in the issue of the Canada General Ser-
vice War Medal, and draws attention to the follow-
ing facts :—

1. The Memorial from the peorle of Canada to Her
Majesty meﬁng for the issue of a Canada General
Service War Medal, was presented to His Excellency
the Governor General in May, 1897. This Mewmorial
was signed by Lieutenant Governors of Provinces,
Ministers of the Dominion and of the Provinces,
Mayors of Cities and Towns, Wardens of Counties,
Boards of Tradeand many other representative bodies,
and was a truly national representative Memorial.

2. The memorial was forwarded by His Excellency
within a very short time after its receipt, and on the
20th October, 1897, a cable message was received to
the effect that Her Majesty had been graciously
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Pleased to authorize the issue of a Canada General
Service War Medal.

3. In November, 1897, the Imperial War Office
Tequested the Canadian Government to forward &

esign for the reverse of the medal.

4. In June, 1898, the Militia Department announced
that a board of officers had been appointed to consi-
der claims. s

5. In*November, 1898, one year after the Militia
Depa.rtgment had been asked for a design for the
medal it was announced that the Ward Department
had afpmved of a design furnished from Canada.

6. It thus appears that a lapse of over a year took
gl}nece between the announcement that the medal had

n granted and the anouncement that the design
had been approved of. .
. 7. Application was made to the Minister of Militia
n March, 1899, the present month, for information
as to when the medals might be expected, and the
reply was made that no satisfactory imformation
could be given as to when the medals may be issued.

8. It is now over a year and five months since the
first announcement was made that the medals had

en granted and so far as the committee can ascer-
tain no definite progress in the actual delivery of the
medals appears to have been made.

9. During the interval many of those who were
entitled to this medal have died and their comrades

ave seen, with bitter regret, these old friends depart
this life without receiving this honourable distinction
which they so fairly earned.

. 10. The committee would respectfully call the atten-
tion of the Minister of Militia and of the Members of
the Senate and House of Commons of Canada to this
deplorable delay, and request that urgent measures be
taken to obtain the issue, or distribution, of the me-

als on Her Majesty’s next birthday, 24th May.

11. The committee feel strongly that this medal
having been granted by Her ) ajesty in Her Ma-
jesty’s Jubilee Year, it should be presented on Her
Majesty’s birthday, and that if one anniversary has

n unfortunately allowed to pass, no time should

e lost in making quite certain that the medals be
distributed on the 24th May next. .

12, That copies of this resolution be transmitted to
Sir Wilfrid Laurier, Hon. K. W. Scott, Sir Mac-

enzie Bowell. the Hon. Minister of Militia, Sir
Charles Tupper and the daily press of Toronto and
Montreal. .

e secretary was requested to take immediate
steps to forward copies of above resolution to parties

uamed,
GEORGE MUSSON, Capt.,
Chatrman.

J.J. BELL, Capt.,
Secretary
And inqluir_e whether the medals referred to_in the
above resolutions have been received by the Depart-
ment of Militia ? If so, when will they be ready for
distribution ? If not, what steps have been taken to

secure them, in order that the prayer of the peti-
tioners may be complied with *

He said:—My only reason for placing
this on the notice paper is to give the
government an opportunity of making a
public statement with reference to these
medals, as there are a great many who are
Interested in receiving them, and, as one of
the resolutions points out, some of the older
men are dropping off and would like to
have the medals in their families.

THE ADJOURNMENT.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED — Before the
Orders of the Day are proceeded with, may
I claim the indulgence of the House to
make an observation or two with regard to
the question of adjournment, which was dis-
cussed yesterday afternoon and settled amid
some little confusion. I have been ap-
proached by some hon. members of the
House who suggest the propriety of this
matter again being brought before the House
this afternoon, and the attention of the
hon. leader of the House directed to the
fact that the House of Commons will very
soon adjourn for a week. Hence, if the ad-
journment, which was decided upon yester-
day is brought into effect, it will result in
our meeting a week from Wednesday next
without any practical object. I would,
therefore, with all due deference to what
was said yesterday by the hon. leader of the
House, ask him to reconsider the step which
was taken, and, if possible, concede to the
members of the House, what a majority of
them seemed to be in favour of obtaining
if possible, a longer adjournment than that
which was agreed upon. It must be mani-
fest to every one that if we meet again on
the 5th April, a3 was yesterday determined,
it cannot be with any good result. I do not
think the public service will be injuriously
affected if we adjourn a week longer than
was determined on yesterday.

Hon. Mr. MILLS —T stated my views to
hon. gentlemen yesterday. 1 believe, as
my hon. friend says, that the House of
Commons is not making the progress with
the discussion of the Address that was an-
ticipated, and it may be that they can not
get through with it before the Easter
adjournment. Of course, we are in the
hands of the House, but in any event, if the
House desires it, we would not like to
adjourn longer than Tuesday the 11th at 8 .
o’clock, If that is the wish of the House I
have no objection to make the change.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-—That being the
case, I move that the motion adopted by the
Senate yesterday to adjourn from to-day
until the fifth of April next be rescinded.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN--Before voting for
that, I should like to know, for my own
satisfaction, whether the course now proposed
meets with the approval of the hon. gentle-
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men who represent the government in this
House, or whether the public business will
be prejudiced by the adjournment.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I do pot think that
the public business will be prejudiced by the
adjournment.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I am very sorry
that we had not that statement from the
leader of the House yesterday. I think
that we were entitled to it. I expressed
my desire to carry out the views of the
government, and if the change that is now
proposed had not been favoured by the
government I should have opposed it, but
the government having declared that the
publicinterests will not suffer by the adjourn-
ment, of course I am not disposed to vote
against it. At the same time, the Senate
has been placed in an anomalous position by
this proposal to rescind the action taken
yesterday, and to adjourn to a later period.
In future, when an adjournment is proposed,
more time should be given to enable the
Senate to come to a decision. I think it is
a mistake to bring on an adjournment this
week ; it would have been better to sit a
week longer and then adjourn. The prob-

_ability is that when we return and sit here

for a few days, with little or nothing to do,
there will be a clamour for another adjourn-
ment.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-—The Minister
of Justice has further information since
yesterday as to the progress of business in
the House of Commons and instead of find-
ing fault with the government for granting
the request of the House to extend the
adjournment a week longer, I think it is a
good thing in itself, because when we return
we will probably find very little business
here to be attended to.

Hon. Mr. ALMON —If the leader of the
House says that the business of the country
will not be interfered with by the extension
of the adjournment, I have no objection to
the motion being carried, but if it would
delay the business of the House I should
certainly oppose 1t.

The motion was agreed to.
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved that when

the House adjourns to-day it stands adjourn-
ed until April 11th at 8 p.m.

The motion was agreed to.

THE ALASKAN BOUNDARY.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—The
hon. Secretary of State may remember that
in the debate on the Address I asked, him if
he was informed if any discussion was going
on between the Imperial Government and
the government of the United States with
reference to the miodus vivendi in that
matter of the Alaskan boundary. I see by
a dispatch published in this morning’s paper
that a question was asked on the subject in
the House of Commons yesterday, and that
the answer was that proposals for a modus
vivend: had been made to the United States
Government and that they were now under
consideration. It is strange that the gov-
ernment here should not be aware of that, be-
'cause it is a matter of greater importance in
!Canada than it is in the mothér country.
i Perhaps the government have heard since
| then what negotiations are going on. There
i must be something in it from the informa-

I tion that appears in the newspapers.

i

i Hon. Mr. SCOTT—We have had no in-
i formation beyond what we have seen in the
ipublic press. I have no doubt the facts
are as stated in the press. The attention
of the government of Canada has not been
called to the question. It is very well
known that the minister, when in Washing-
ton, had pressed on his colleagues in the
commission the importance of having this
: question settled and had suggested a tribunal
to settle it, but they were unable to convince
them that it was necessary to do it. From
| the published telegram it appears that the
{ matter has beer taken up by the Imperial
Government in that direction.

| WINNIPEG REPRESENTATION IN
; PARLIAMENT.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY rose to inquire :

_Is it the intention of the government to give to the
city of Winnipeg representation in the Dominion Par-
liament during the present session ? If so, how soon
will the writ for the election be issued ; and if no
representation, why not ?

He said :—It has been a source of great
regret to the citizens of Winnipeg that since
the last session of parliament they have lost
their representative. It isin view of that
fact that I now ask the question, notice of
which appears on the Order Paper.
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Hon. Mr. MILLS—The matter is in the
hands of the Speaker of the House of Com-
mons and the members of the House of

ommons. If any hon. member moves that
the writ be issued, there is no doubt a writ
will be issued. That has not been done, so
far as T know. When that is done the
government may take action, not before.

ALLEGED CABINET MEETING IN
NEW YORK.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired :

If it is true the Dominion Government held an
Xecutive Council meetmlgI in the city of New York,

one of t] it i H
furtherh'ei cities of the United States of Awmerica;

, If said meeting was held on the Sabbath day;

:ﬂd furthermox:e, if the minutes of said meeting are
ntered as official records in the Privy Council ¢

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I may say to the hon.

gentleman that it not true that the gov-

ernment held a meeting of the Privy Coun-

cil in New York, and so there is no record
called for,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
You only had a talk.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—T suppose my hon.
friend did not tind it is impossible to talk
beyond the boundary of his own country.

THE YUKON-TESLIN ROUTE.

MOTION.

Hon, MACKENZIE BOWELL

moveq :

Sir

EThat an humble Address be presented to His
xcellency the Governor General ; praying that His
xcellency will cause to be laid before the Senate,

Copies of all correspondence with, and instructions

weﬂfo Louis Coste, late engineer in the Public

T orks Department, with reference to the Yukon-

leslm route, and the navigation of the rivers and

akes connected therewith, and all reports thereon,
made by the said Louis Coste.

The motion was agreed to.

INSPECTOR OF MINES IN THE
YUKON.

INQUIRY.

Hon. 8ir MACKENZTE BOWELL, in the

absence of Hon. Mr. Kirchhoffer, inquired :
L. Was James D. McGregor appointed Inspector of

Mines in the Yukon district?mﬁ 80, wha,tp was the
ate of his appointment? Is hestill employed in that

?&f“i‘ ty ? 1if not, when was his appointment termin-
§ What was his salary ?

Was he allowed his expenses in addition, and if

30, what was the t pai i es while
20 employer? amount paid for his expens

4. Did his duties comprise the collection of ten per
cent royalty on the output of the mines? If so, what
was the amount of royalty collected.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—T might say in reply
to the hon. gentleman’s questions :

1. That James D. McGregor was ap:
pointed Inspector of Mines on the 28th of
September, 1897.

9. That his salary was $1,500 per annum.

3. That he was allowed his expenses in
addition to the salary, and these amounted to
$916.50.

4. His duties comprised the collection of
10 per cent royalty on the output of the
mines, and to examine the records of the
miners in order to see that they have paid
the royalty, and if not, to collect it, and to
jssue the gold commissoner’s receipt for the
same. The amount of royalty collected up to
the 31st of January, 1899, was $396,462.36.

ROLLING STOCK OF THE INTER-
COLONIAL RAILWAY
EXTENSION.

MOTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL, in
the absence of Hon. Mr. Kirchhoffer, moved :

That an humble Address be presented to His Ex-
cellency the Governor Gemeral; praying that His
Excellency will cause to be laid before the Senate, a
statement showing the (wantity of rolling stock pur-
chased in connection with the extension of the Inter-
colonial Railwayv from Lévis to Montreal ; from whom
it was purchased, and the price paid therefor ; also,
the number of passengers and the quantity of freight
carried, and the expense of working the said exten-
sion since the date when it passed mnto the hands or
control of the government.

The motion was agreed to.

VOTERS’ LISTS IN NOVA SCOTIA.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the adjournment
of the House. ’

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
A motion has bzen made in the House of
the Assembly in Nova Scotia to which I
desire to call the attention of the Minister
of Justice. I wish to ask him whether
the promise of last year in reference to
the request that was to be made by the
Dominion Government to those provinces
in which there was no appeal from the
voters’ list to the judge, has been carried
out. I notice that Mr. Kendall has given
notice of a Dbill to extend the time for the

completion of the electoral lists in the
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county of Cape Breton. Perhaps it is not
necessary for me to read the discussion that
took place at the time, unless it has escaped
the memory of my hon. friend. I called atten-
tion, however, to the statement made by the
Premier in the other House that representa-
tions would be made to different provinces,
Manitoba, Nova Scotia and, I think, New
Brunswick, of the fact that there was no
appeal to the judge by those whose names
had been left off the lists. It will also be
remembered that the Senate thought it was
well that such a provision should be con-
tained in the bill which adopted the
franchises of the different provinces; but
after consultation certain concessions were
made by the House of Commons and also
by the Senate. In this case the House of
Commons declined to accept that amend-
ment, and the question was put to my hon.
friend by myself whether the promise which
had been made by the Premier wouid be acted
upon in this case, and if that promise was
given it would justify the Senate in not
insisting upon their amendment. My hon.
friend the Secretary of State also acquiesced
in this way :

I suppose (I said), we have the assurance that

this will be accepted by the hon. gentleman’s collea-
gues in the House of Commons ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—I think so.

What I wanted to ask the hon. Minister
of Justice is whether any representations
have been made, in accordance with this
promise, to the different provinces, and, if
80, what has been the result? Have they
promised to adopt the system which prevails
in Ontario, or any other system by which a
disfranchised man would be enabled to ap-
peal to the judge in order to secure those
rights of franchise to which he is entitled.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I cannot say to my
hon. friend what communication has taken
place. I shall make inquiries and be able,
I hope, to give the hon. gentleman the in-
formation which he seeks immediately after
we meet again.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, 11th April, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Eight
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SALE OF KINGSTON PENITENTIARY
BINDER TWINE.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired :

What quantity of binder twine was manufactured,
during the past season, in the Kingston Penitentiary ?
If it has been sold ? And if so, to whom, and at what
price per pound ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS —TI may say to my hon.
friend that 1 am not able to answer the
question to-night. I forgot about it being
on the paper, and the inspector, whose
business it would have been to have brought
this matter before me, is away in the North-
west Territories at the present moment.
However, I will inquire into the matter and
give him the information to-morrow.

ANTI-JAPANESE LEGISLATION BY
BRITISH COLUMBIA.
INQUIRY,

Hon. MACKENZIE BOWELL

inquired :

Sir

If any correspondence has taken place between the
Canadian Government and the Japanese authorities
since the receipt of the despatch from the Right
Honourable the Secretary of State for the Colonies,
conveying the protest of the .Japanese Government,
protesting against the anti-Japanese legislation by
the British Columbia legislature? If so, what is the
nature of such communicatien, and will it be laid
upon the Table of the Senate?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—TI may say to my hon.
friend that we have had correspondence, I
think about contemporaneous with the let-
ter of the hon. Secretary of State to which
my hon. friend refers, but I am not prepar-
ed to lay it on the table at the present time,
because we have not yet acted on the mat-
ter to which the Japanese Government have
referred. As soon as action is taken and
the matter dealt with, I see no objection to
bring the correspondence down.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Might I ask if the correspondence is still
being continued, or whether it has been
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completed and is awaiting the action of the
government {

. Hon. Mr., MILLS—The correspondence
18 not being continued in the sense in which
my hon. friend uses that expression. It
simply is awaiting the action of the govern-
ment here to see what may be done and I
may say to my hon. friend that we com-
municated the action of the local govern-
ment, and our report to the Colonial Secre-
tary, for any observations that he may
e disposed to make, and to the present
time we have had no further communication.

LA BANQUE DU PEUPLE SUSPEN-
STON.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. McMILLAN moved :

EThat an humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General ; praying that His

xcellency will cause to be laid before the Senate, a
return showin%

L;. A copy of the last government return made by
Banque du Peuple before that bank suspended
Payment, as well as the name of the bank official and
& copy of the declaration made by him. .
i A copy of the different statements of the affairs
©f said bank submitted by the directors at each of the
.Public meetings of the stock holders and depositors
Which were held since the date of suspension.
. A list of the names of the directors of the bank
rlthe date of its suspension, and the number of shares
eld by each of such directors at that date.
be:. A list of sales or transfers, if any, that may have
ir:ctg]ade of the stock of any one or more of the
8

since the date of the i nd to
Whom made. e date o suspension, a

5. A list of any vacancy or vacancies that may have
%Ollrred since the said date and the cause or causes

ereof, as well as the names of those who have been
lpgomt,ed to fill any such vacancy.

. Tbe prices asnear as can be ascertained from the
Quotations of the stock of any sales or transfers that
Were made within the last month immediately before
:“Qh suspension, and the prices paid for any such

Tansfer of stock that may have been made since the

ate of suspension up to 1st April, 1899,

ba'i; A list of the names of the stock holders of the
k on the

1st day of April, 1899, and the number of
shares held by each on that date. ’

of e yxaternont, in detoil of the assets nd labilties

nk, excepting therefrom the liabilities to the
t'hposmo\-s and stock holders which may be given in

€ aggregate.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I would say to my
0. friend that I do not know how far we
may be able to give him the information
which he seeks ; but I shall make inquiry of
the Finance department, and as far as that
nformation is in the possession of the

government, I see no objection to its being
brought down,

ho

Th; motion was agreed to.

FENIAN RAIDS MEDALS.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL rose
to :

Call the attention of the government to the follow-
ing proceedings of a joint meeting of the specu,ﬂ com-
mittee appointed by the Toronto '66 Veterans _Asso-
ciation and the Red River Expedition Association,
1870, held at Toronto, on the 22nd March, 1899, for
the purpose of considering the best steps to be taken
for securing an early issue of the Canada General War
Medal. These were present :—

Representing the Toronto 66 Veterans' Association.

Major Dixon, &ast president.

Capt. George Musson, past president.

Lieut. Fahey, past president.

Alexander Muir, president.

R. C. Marshall, 1st vice-president.

Lieut. Kingsford, 2nd vice-president.

Capt. Stinson, David Creighton and E. A. Cross-
man, members of executive committee.

James Constable, secretary.

Representing the Red Ri;:'ge']ro Expedition Association,

Capt. S. Bruce Harman, president.

Capt. J. J. Bell, secretary. . )

Capt. Musson was appointed chairman of the joint
meeting, and Capt. Bell, secretary. .

After discussion, the following resolution was
adopted unanimously :—

Moved by Lieut. R. E. Kingsford, seconded by
Major F. Ey Dixon, and carried :

That this meeting deeply regrets the delay which
has o?)curred in the issue of the Canada General Ser-
vice War Medal, and draws attention to the following
facts :—

1. The memorial from the people of Canada to Her
Majesty, praying for the issue of a Canada General
Service War Medal, was presented to His Excellency
the Governor General in May, 1897. 'T'his memorial
was signed by Lieutenant Governors of Provinces,
Ministers ot the Dominion and of the Provinces,
Mayors of Cities and Towng, Wardens of Counties,
Boards of Trade and many other representative bodies,
and was a truly national representative Memorial.

2. The memorial was forwarded by His Excellency
within a very short time after its receipt, and on the
20th October, 1897, a cable message was received to
the effect that Her Majesty had been
pleased to authorize the issue of a Can:
Service War Medal.

3. In November, 1897, the Imperial War Office
requested the Canadian Government to forward a
design for the reverse of the medal.

4. In June, 1898, the Militia Department an-
nounced that a board of officers had been appointed
to consider claims.

5. In November, 1898, one year after the Militia
Department had been asked for a design for the medal
it was announced that the War Department had ap-
proved of a design. furnished fromn Canada.

6. It thus appears that a lapse of over a year took

lace between the announcement that the medal had
n grantéd and the announcement that the design
had been approved of.

7. Application was made to the Minister of Militia
in Marcg, 1899. the present month, for information as
to when the medals might be expected, and the reply

iously
a General
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was made that no satisfactory information could be
given as to when the medals may be issued.

8. It is now over a year and five months since the
first announcement was made that the medals had
been granted and so far as the committee can ascer-
tain no definite progress in the actual delivery of
the medals appears to have been made.

9. During the interval many of those who were en-
titled to this medal have died and their comrades
have seen, with lutter regret, these old friends depart
this life without receiving this honourable distinction
which they so fairly earned.

. 10. The committee would respectfully call the atten-
tion of the Minister of Militia and of the members of
the Senate and House of Commons of Canada to this
deplorable delay, and request that urgent measures
be taken to obtain the issue, or distribution, of the
medals on Her Majesty’s next birthday, 24th May.

11. The committee feel strongly that this medal
having been granted by Her Majesty in Her Majesty’s
jubilee year, it should be presented on Her Majesty’s

irthday, and that if one anniversary has been unfor-
tunately allowed to pass, no time should be lost in
making quite certain that the medals be distributed
on the 24th May next.

12. That copies of this resolution be transmitted to
Sir Wilfrid Laurier, hon. R. W. Scott, Sir Mackenzie
Bowell, the hon. Minister of Militia, Sir Charles
Tupper and the daily press of Toronto and Montreal.

he secretary was requested to take immediate steps
oforward copies of above resolution to parties named.

GEORGE MUSSON, Capt.,
Chairman.

J. J. BELL, Capt.,
Secretary.

And inquired whether the medals referred to in the
above resolutions have been received by the Depart-
ment of Militia ? If so, when will they be ready for
distribution ? If not, what steps have been taken to
secure them, in order that the prayer of the petition-
ers may be complied with ?

He said :—Might I ask if the hon. minister
is prepared with an answer to this question !

Hon. Mr. MILLS—No ; allow that to
stand.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT~1I have had some cor-
respondence myself on the subject and I
find that the delay is due to the officers of
the Mint. They have been pressed from
time to time to get out the medals, and
Lord Strathcona has been appealed to to
hasten, if possible, the completion of them.
The delay is there, and of course we can do
no more than press them, and explain that
the delay is very much regretted on this
side of the Atlantic.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
The answer will be satisfactory to those
who complain. 1 have received some letters
lately, stating that some others have departed
this life since the notice was given, and I
am glad to learn that it is not the fauls of
the Canadian Government, but rather of

the Mint at home that the delay has
occurred. I think that the answer will be
quite satisfactory to those who are interested.

GOVERNMENT BILLS IN THE
SENATE.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the House
do now adjourn.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
understood the hon. Minister of Justice to
say that he intended to introduce a number
of important bills in this House. Has he
any objection to tell us what the character
of those bills is, and when they will be sub-
mitted to our consideration ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—T expect to introduce
some of them to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate
adjourned.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, 12th April, 1899.

Tue SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’Clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE PACIFIC CABLE.
NOTICE OF MOTION.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL read
the following notice of motion :—

On Monday, 17th instant, I will move that an
humble Address be presented to His Excellency the
Governor General, praying that he will cause to be
laid before the Senate, copies of all correspondence
and communications bearing upon the subject of the
proposed Pacific cable between Canada and the Aus-
tralian Colonies, not already laid before Parliament,
together with a copy of the agreement entered into
between Her Majesty’s government and the Eastern
Extension Company, bearing date the 28th day of
October, 1893, granting to that company exclusive
rights to land a cable in Hong Kong ; also, the report
of the Imperial commission on the subject of the lay-
ingrof a submarine cable between Canada and Aus-
tralia.

He said :—My intention was to have
given notice of this motion prior to the
adjournment, but I neglected it. I see, how-
ever, by this morning’s paper, that the
government have come to a decision as >
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the course they intend to pursue on this
Important project. It was a question with
me }vhether, if that report be correct, my
mation would be necessary, but, on reflec-
tion, I see that no harm can arise from my
making the motion and discussing the
question. It would be gratifying to many of
those who have taken a very deep interest
In what I might term a matter of great
IIIJperial importance to know if the reports,
which appear in to-day’s paper, are correct
a8 to the course the government have deter-
mined to take upon this question,

Hon. Mr. MILLS—TI might say, in reply
to the hon. gentleman, that the subject is
under the consideration of the government,
I, may say under the favourable considera-
tion of the government, but further than
that T am unable to express any opinion.

Hon, Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Probably the hon. gentleman will be prepared
on Monday, when we discuss the motion, to
81ve us some information.

KINGSTON PENITENTIARY BINDER
TWINE

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired of the gov-
ernment :

What quantity of binder twine was manufactured,
I“?mil the past season, in the Kingston Penitentiary.
f it has been sold ? And if 80, to whom, and at what
brice per pound ?
He said :—The hon. Minister of Justice
8aid he would answer this question to-day.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—With regard to the
Quantity of binder twine, I may say the
quantity on hand at the end of February
Was 534,800 lbs. Tenders were called for,
and it was sold to the Hobbs Hardware Co.
1he prices cannot be given until the twine
13 marketed by the purchasers, because it is
contrary to the practice to do so.

CITY AND TOWN POST OFFICES.
INQUIRY,

Hon. Sir. MACKENZIE BOWELL rose
to inquire :

thWhether the Postmaster General has, during the
© Dast year, or any other time, reduced sny city
P?St office to that of a town office, as was done on the
gfea of economy in the case of the city of Belleville ?
not, why have not those cities which the public

3

accounts show cost a greater percentage of the
revenue collected to perform the duties of said offices,
then did that of Belleville reduced ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—1In reply to the first
part of the question, as to whether the Post-
master General has, during the past year or
at any other time, reduced any city post office
to that of a town office, as was done on the
plea of economy in the case of the city of
Belleville, the answer is no. With regard
to the second part of the question, if the
hon. gentleman will name the particular
post offices to which he alludes, it will
be possible for the Postmaster General
to give the information. Then with regard
to the further question-—

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
think it will be better to wait till the
questions are put; or there may be some
irregularity in regard to the matter. An
irregularity occurred yesterday which pre-
vented the Clerk putting the question which
I submitted, with reference to the veterans’
medals, upon the journals. Itis not a mat-
ter of very much consequence I dare say,
but the question really was not put, although
my hon. friend the Secretary of State
answered it and his answer was accepted by
myself, but the Clerk informed me that
pot baving the document in his hand, and
the question not being put in regular order,
it could not be put on record. The course
adopted to-day may have the same result.
I think I understand the answer given by
my bon. friend. He says, in the first place,
that no city otfice has been reuuced as was
that of Belleville. He also says that, not
having given the names of the cities to
which I refer in this wmotion, he is not in a
position to answer. 1 gave all those facts
last session and I presumed my hon. friend
was in possession of them, or the Postmaster
General was in possession of the facts, be-
cause I not only gave the names of the cities
in the different sections of the Dominion,
but I also gave the amount collected and
the percentage of the expenditure in collect-
ing it, showing that there were several in a
much worse position than Belleville. How-
ever, 1 will accept the suggestion of my
hon. friend and put another notice upon the
paper. The hon. gentleman has answered

my second question first: I have therefore
to ask the government :

new post offices have been opened

How man
%;;h July, 1896; the namesof said post

since the 1!
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offices ; where situated ; the names of said postmasters,
and the additional number of miles which have to
be travelled to serve said offices ?

Hon. Mr. MILI.S—The answer that the
Postmaster General has put in my hands ‘is
that this queston will have to stand for a few
days, as it will take a good deal of the time
of the staff to make the necessary extracts

to give the hon. gentleman the information
which he seeks.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
‘Whenever the hon. gentleman is ready.

The question was allowed to stand.

DISMISSAL OF POST OFFICE MAIL
CLERK KETCHESON.

MOTION.

Hon. MACKENZIE BOWELL

moved :

Sir

That an humble Address be presented to His Ex-
cellency the Governor General; praying that His
Excellency will cause to be laid before the Senate, the
complaints and all correspondence relating thereto,
which led to the dismissal of Mr. Freeman Ketcheson
from the position of post office mail elerk, including
the statement or statements of the said Freeman
Ketcheson in reply to said complaints.

He said :—1I do not know that it is neces-
sary that I should discuss the facts in
connection with this dismissal. They were
fully considered during the last session of
Parliament. What Tam desirous of obtain-
ing now, is the complaints which were made
against Ketcheson and his reply thereto
together with the evidence submitted.

The motion was agreed to.

THE BINDER TWINE QUESTION.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I should like to
ask the hon. leader of the government if I
correctly understood him to say that the
government refused to disclose the price: at
which penitentiary twine was selling.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes, we have never
done so in the department. It would be
prejudicial to the parties purchasing.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—What about the
other parties who are interested {

Hon. Mr. MILLS-~There are a great,
many competitors on the market. |

Hon. Mr. AIKINS—It would be interest-
ing to know how the sale was made—
whether by competition or by private sale.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—By tender.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL.—I
think the better way to get that would be
to move for the tenders. I suggest that
course to my hon. friend, because the posi-
tion taken by the government is very extra-
ordinary.

SECOND READING.

Bill (A)—* An Act for the relief of David
Stock.”—(Mr. Aikins.)
A}
The Senate adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, 13th April, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SENATOR SUTHERLAND’S SEAT
DECLARED VACANT.

REPORT ADOPTED.

The SPEAKER presented the report of
the Standing Committee on the Orders and
Privileges of the House, recommending that
the seat of the Hon. John Sutherland be
declared vacant.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the report
be adopted.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—When a member of
this House who has been so long associated
with it as Mr. Sutherland—T1 think for up-
wards of twenty-five years—severs his con-
nection with this body, it is only right and
proper that those who knew him should
bear testimony to the worth and esteem in
which he is held. T have had the pleasure
of knowing him for nearly a quarter of a
century, and during that time formed a
very high opinion of his honour and integ-
rity. He had a kind, gentle disposition, and
although he did not take a very active part
in debate, when he did so Le always spoke
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with judgment and good sense and com-
manded the attention of the House. Mr.
Sutherland, before entering the Senate of
.C&na.da, which he did when Manitoba came
mmto Confederation, held the position of
sheriff of Winniveg. He had before that

een associated with other distinguished
Cltizens in advancing that province, having
been born in the neighbourhood of Winmi-
peg before the city was founded. I think
his father emigrated there at a very early
period, and Mr. Sutherland was born some-
where in the neighbourhood of Fort Garry,

fore Winnipeg became known to the
world. T am quite sure thai the resolution
which I propose to submit to the House—
and which I trust will be communicated to
his family—-will receive the universal ap-
proval of every hon. gentleman present, and
I trust it will be seconded by the hon. leader

of the opposition. I propose the following
resolution :—

Moved by Hon. Mr. Scott, seconded by Sir Mae-

enzie Bowell, that the members of the Senate to
convey to their late colleague, the Hon. John Suther-
land, the expression of their sincere regret at the sever-
ance of the tie which has hitherto connected them,
Which has been occasioned by his failing health, and
beg to assure him that they will cherish pleasant re-
collections of their association with him for so many
Years in the Senate of Canada.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—

I second the motion with pleasure, while re-
gretting very much the causes which have
prevented our late colleague from attending
the sessions of the Senate for the last few
years. It has not been my privilege to know
him so intimately as the hon. Secretary of
State who has moved this resolution, but
my limited acquaintance with him was of a
character similar to that which has been ex-
Pressed by the mover of this resolution. I
regret his absence all the more from the fact
that he was one of the older members of the
nate and a representative of the Western
Province to which his father moved in 1815,
and in which country, as the hon. Secretary
of State has stated, Senator Sutherland was
Jorn, within the precincts of the present
limits of the city of Winnipeg. He has occu-
pied, as I stated in the Committee, a number
of very important positions in his own pro-
vince. He was at one time a director of a
Trust Company, a director of the Comrmer-
cial bank, and a member of Council of Assi-
niboia until it was abolished, and also held
the high office, to which the hon. Secretary
of State has referred, of sheriff of Winnipeg.

Everyone who had the privilege of his ac-
quaintance must have formed a high opinion
of his character, and we cannot but deeply
regret that failing health prevents him from
attending to the duties which pertain to a
member of the Senate. I do not know that
1 can say more than to hope that his successor
may succeed in securing the good opinion of
both political parties as Mr. Sutherland has
done. If he does, we certainly shall have no
cause to regret his appointment. I still hope
that, although in failing health, Mr. Suther-
land may be spared to his family for many
years to come, and I cordially join with my
hon. friend the Secretary of State in the ex-
pressions of regret that we are losing such
an estimated colleague.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN—As has been men-
tioned by the Secretary of State, Senator
Sutherland was one of the oldest members
of this body, and as I am fast in the way of
receiving that same reputation myself, 1
think it would not be out of place to add a
word to what has been said with respect to
the hon. gentleman. As the hon. Secretary
of State has mentioned, Mr. Sutherland did
not very often take part in the debates of
this House, but when he did so, the sound
common sense with which he expressed him-
self always commended what he said. He
was always a useful member and a constant
attendant of committees on which he was
placed, and few membersof this House com-
manded more thoroughly the respect and
kindly feeling of this body. In common
with all our friends, I am sure, I regret the
cause which has led to the necessity of fill-
ing his place, and I would add also the ex-
pression of my hope that although he may
no longer sit with us here, his life may be
spared to his family and friends.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Coming from the
province of Manitoba, where the hon. Sena-
tor Sutherland has resided so long, and of
which he was one of the founders, I cannot
let the present opportunity pass without
adding a few words to what has been said
by the hon. Secretary of State and other
hon. gentlemen who have expressed them-
selves on the departure of Senator Suther-
land from amongst us. I have had the
pleasure of knowing the Hon. Mr. Suther-
land ever since the year 1869, when it
was still the Selkirk Settlement, before the
province came into confederation and before
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he became a member of this House. I have
also had the pleasure of knowing his family,
and I might say that a more representative,
a more highly respected family, does not ex-
ist in Canada than that of Senator Suther-
land’s. As the previous speakers have
already said, it would be difficult to find
anyone who will occupy such a warm place
in the hearts of the members of this House
as Mr. Sutherland has done by his consistent
character and impartial conduct while he
was a member of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT moved that His Honour
the Speaker be requested to communicate a
copy of the foregoing resolution to the Hon.
John Sutherland.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr, MILLS moved that an humble
address, based on the resolution of this
House be presented to His Excellency the
Governor General.

The motion was agreed to.

EXCHEQUER COURT ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

FIRST READING.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved the first reading
of Bill (B) ¢“ An Act further to amend the
Exchequer Court Act.” He said :—The first
provision of the present bill is for the
purpose of facilitating the work of the
Exchequer Court in the province of Quebec.
Hon. gentlemen know we have one judge
of the Exchequer Court, who finds it
possible to discharge all the judicial func-
tions of that court, but in the province
of Quebec, in some districts, 'where it is
necessary that the court should sit, it is
found inconvenient sometimes, in conse-
quence of the fact that the judge of the Ex-
ehcquer Court is not familiar with the French
language ; and therefore I propose to enable
the local judge of the Admiralty Court to
undertake, when asked to do so in the pro-
vince of Quebec, the work of the Exchequer
Court judge, and the bill also provides that
there shall be paid the judge for holding

usual sum of $100 that is allowed for
holding the court. I also propose to pro-
vide by this bill some amendment of the law
in respect to the assessment of damages for
injury to lands affected by public works,

The law as it now stands is found unsatis-
factory, and the government often has judg-
ment given against it for very inuch larger
sums than it 18 of opinion the party who is
seeking damages from the Crown ought to
receive. I therefore propose to amend the
law in that regard in this way :

If the injuléy to any land or property alleged to be
injuriously affected by the construction of any public
work may be removed wholly or in part by any alter-
ation in or addition to any such public work, or by
the construction of any additional work, or by the
abandonment of any portion of the land taken from
the claimant, or bly; the grant to him of any land or
easement, and if the Crown by its pleadings or on the
trial or before judgmnent undertakes to make such
alteration or addition or to construct such work, or to
abandon such portion of the land taken, or to grant
such lands or easrments, the damages shall be
assessed in view of such undertaking and the court
shall declare that in addition to any damages awarded
the claimart is entitled to have such alteration or
addition made or such work constructed, or such
grant made to him.

The last clause provides that this bill
shall apply to pending cases as well as to
future claims. No injustice can be done to
parties in this regard if the law itself, as
proposed, is perfectly just.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the first time.

PRESERVATION OF HEALTH ON
PUBLIC WORKS BILL.

FIRST READING.

Hon. Mr MILLS moved the first reading
of bill (C) “ An Act for the preservation of
health on public works.”

He said :—This measure hasbeensuggested
by the events, with which hon. gentlemen
are familiar, that occurred in the construc-
tion of the Crow’s Nest Pass Railway. There
were a number of cases of serious illness,
and there did not seem to be the necessary
hospital accommodation that ought to have
existed for the protection of the health and
the preservation of the lives of those who
were in the employ of companies. Since last
session a very full and careful inquiry has
been made of all the events associated with
the death of certain parties on that work,
and we have endeavoured to avail ourselves

!of the information contained in the report
such court in the province of Quebec the|

of the commission with a view to meeting
cases of that sort which may arise in the
future. Hon. gentlemen will understand
that a law of this sort is necessarily tent-
ative. We are travelling over a way which
has hitherto been but very imperfectly
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marked out. It will be necessary to acquire
GXPerxepce in order that our legislation may
efficient and may exactly meet the re-
quirements of the various public works or
undertakings in the country. We therefore
ave not been in a position to make the
Provisions of our bill in this regard as specific
as they otherwise might have been made.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
M‘i-!l_lt I ask is that provision to be made
applicable to both contractors and builders ¢

Hon. Mr. MILLS—To both.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Both to be held responsible ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Certainly, all parties,
to the extent that may be necessary.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN_For instance, the
railway companies.

Hon._ Mr. MILLS—Yes, and a contractor
May himself become criminally liable by

ailing to act in accordance with the pro-
Visions of the bill,

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—

Ut do I understand the bill makes it a
Criminal offence ¢

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Tt is rather in the
Dature of a police offence than a criminal
offence for the protection of the health of
the parties along the line of the work, or
undertaking. Where the hospital accommo-

ation is inadequate, we provide for punish-
ment by imprisonment not to exceed three
Months, and we provide for forfeitures ;
that is, where subsidies are granted to a
Tailway, and where the company undertaking

¢ work of construction altogether fail to
meet the requirements of the law in this
regard. It is necessary to adopta somewhat
8tringent measure in order that there may be
little temptation to disregard the provisions
of the law. I was saying a moment 8go,

t we have our experience in this regard

acquire, and there is no doubt whatever
that it will be important to supersede any
regulations that the Governor in Council
Iay make, under the authority of this bill,
by legislation as soon as the government, or
4Dy oneelse, is in a position to submit to
Parliament proposed provisions of the law

to supersede ordinances or Orders in
Council, and so I say in this 4th clause
that the Governor in Council may, cntil
Parliament otherwise provides, do so and so.
T have indicated that as soon as the neces-
sary information is had, and Parliament is in
a position to legislate fully upon the subject,
then the function and power that will be
conferred by the Governor in Council by the
bill should come to an end. This, I think,
is as far as it was possible for us to go under
the circumstances, and all our Orders in
Council must necessarily be of a tentative
character.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Could
not that bill deal with the quality of food
supplied by contractors to workmen in cases
like that ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Possibly.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
I am inclined to the opinion, from hearing
it read, that the bill is in the right direc-
tion. It is impossible for any member of
the Senate to commit himself to the details
until we have had an opportunity of seeing
it, but from what I can understand of it, I
think it is not only in the right direction,
but is of a practicai character, which will
meet the approval of the people generally.
I might say that the other bill which has
been introduced strikes me as being of a
somewhat similar character, to meet a diffi-
culty which I know has arisen in the pro-
vince of Quebec, where it is necessary that
the person holding the inquiry should un-
derstand the language of the people ; and
although I know it is not strictly in order,
while I am on my feet, I may add that if I
understand the bill, it does not give the
Governor in Council powers to appoint any
new judges, but to relegate the duties of the
present judge of the Exchequer Court to
a judge of the Admiralty Court in the pro-
vince of Quebec.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes, we confer that

power upon the Exchequer Court judge
himself.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the first time.

The Senate adjourned.
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THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Friday, 14th April, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at three
o’'Clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

EXPROPRIATION ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

FIRST READING.

Hon. Mr. MILLS introduced Bill (D)
“An Act to amend the Expropriation Act.”
He said :—This bill is complementary to the
bill that I introduced to the House yester-
day upon the subject of the Exchequer
Court Act. As the bill is short 1 shall
read its provisions. The first clause amends
section 8 by adding the following sub-
section : —

¢¢2.” When any land taken is required for a limited
time only, or a limited estate or interest therein only
is required, the plan and description so deposited may
indicate by appropriate words written or printed
thereon that an estate for years only or some other
limited estate or interest in the land is taken, and,
by the deposit in such case, such estate for years or
other limited estate or interest shall become and be
vested in Her Majesty.

¢3.” All the provisions of this Act shall, o far as
the same are applicable, apply to the acquisition for
public works of such estates for years or other limited
estates or interests in lands.

Hon. gentlemen will see that the object
of that provision is to enable the Crown to
take a less estate than the fee in the lands
which they may expropriate—take an estate
for years, or as a simple easement, as, for
instance, a railway being constructed at
high level may require to go over one’s pro-
perty which would be an interfercnce with
the proprietory interest of the owner, or it
might be necessary to tunnel under it. In
either case, although his proprietory rights
would be interfered with, the easement
which the Crown might require to take
might not affect the surface at all. Then
there are other instances, as in the case of
quarries, where the Crown might require
the use of property for a period, or it might
become manifest, after the property had
been for a time in the possession of the
Crown, that a less interest, or an interest
in a smaller portion, was required than that
which was originally taken. Clause 3 pro-
vides as follows :—

The fact of such abandonment or revesting shall be
taken into account in estimating or assessing the

amount to be paid to any person claiming compensa-
tion for the lands taken.

It does not take away his right at all to
compensation, but it may affect the amount
of compensation to which he is entitled.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
Does that refer to the clause which the hon.
gentleman read previously ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes. The last clause
provides that the provisions of sections 2
and 3 shall apply to lands heretofore taken
as well as to lands hereafter taken for pu.lic
works. It does not, of course, refer to lands
that were finally dealt with and disposed of,
but such as are under consideration as be-
tween the former proprietor and the Crown.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-—
How would that affect the proprietor of an
estate from whom land was taken, and sub-
sequently it was ascertained that the Crown
did not require the whole of it ¥ If I under-
stand the provisions of that bill it goes on
to say that under the hand of a commissioner
he may declare that a certain portion of the
land is not required and that it then reverts
back to the original owner. That property
may have been depreciated in value owing to
the uses to which the portion retained may
have been put. Are there provisions which
would affect the damages that the proprietor
might claim, or do 1 understand that the
land reverts back to him after having been
paid for by the Crown without refunding
any portion of the amount paid to him ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The bill contemplates
lands which are not dealt with finally. The
fact of such abandonment, or re-vesting,
shall be taken into account in estimating or
assessing the amount to be paid.

Hou. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
That is originally taken: I am speaking of
lands which are abandoned. TIs the Crown
to have any of the fund paid for the land,
remitted or refunded ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The bill does not con-
template the case of lands finally dealt with.
It deals with lands still in controversy
between the government and the parties.
In many cases it is found that a larger area
of property was taken by the Department of
Railways and the Department of Public
Works than was actually required, and
before it is finally dealt with they desire to
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amend their claim and to take a smaller
amount than the one for which the plan was
filed. Then they may also require to take a
smaller estate—to take an estate for years
Instead of taking the fee, and the object is
to enable the Crown to abandon the larger
estate for which it filed the plan in the first
nstance. -My hon. friend will see that
When ‘the plan is filed the title passes to the
Crown and the party may say it is s> vested
and decline to receive the lands back. The
Object is simply to protect, as far as possible,
the public interest in dealing with these
matters without doing any injustice to the
proprietor, and for that reason clause three
8 put in. That the fact of such abandon-
ment or re-vesting shall be taken into
account in estimating or assessing the
amount to be paid to any person claiming
compensation for land so taken. There are
any instances, I dare say my hon. friend
femembers some of them, when the Crown
has been compelled to pay a very much
larger sumn than it ought to have paid,

Silmply because it is shown on the original
Plan,

The bill was read the first time.

THE FRANCHISE ACT.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. MILLS moved that the House
0 now adjourn.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
efore the House adjourns, T should like to
call the attention of the Minister of Justice
% a question which I put to him on the
24th of March, just before the adjournment,
a3 to whether the promise, which was made
uring the discussion last session on the
fanchise Act, that representation should
made to the different provinces in which

Do right of appeal to a judge existed, had
n carried out.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—T think so.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
called his attention to the matter at the
Yme as to whether the promise to adopt the
System which prevailed in Ontario, or any
other system by which a disfranchised man
would be enabled to appeal to the judge in
Ordgr to secure those rights of franchise to
Which he is entitled—whether those repre-
Sentations were made.

Hon. Mr. MILLS-—Yes, representations
were made.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL-—Is
that all the information the hon. gentleman
has?

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesdoy, 18th April, 1899.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’Clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

COMMERCE AND REVENUE OF
BRITISH COLUMBIA.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD rose to :—

Call attention to the increasing commerce and reve-
nue of British Columbia as set forth in the followin,
comparative statement taken from the Trade ang
Navigation Returns for the year ending 30th June,
1898, and ask if the Government intends making an
expenditure this year on necessary public works, com-
mensurate to the needs of the country and to the
large revenue Emduced_ ; and whether it is the inten-
tion to give that province such representation in the
Government of the Dominien as it is justly entitled
to from its_geographical position and its expanding
commercial importance :-—

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT.
TONNAGE.
British and Foreign Ships—Inwards and Outwards,

Tons.
Victoria............ .. .... .... 1,914,672
Vancouver............ ..... .. 835,573

717,119
246,520
3,713,884
uebec. ... o L L, 1,066,312
Montreal... ................... ... 2,181,148
3,247,460
Halifax .......... ............... 1,239,478
Yarmouth....... . ... ... ... ... 380,137
North Sydney........ ............ 314,476
Sydney .............. e 181,930
2,116,021

IMPORTS,
British Colunbia, 1896. ... ........ $ 5,566,238
do 1898.... ........ 8,690,263
Nova Scotia, 1896...... ...... .. .$ 8,336,820
do 1868.................. 6,949,216
New Brunswick, 1896..... . ....... $ 5,406,648
do 1898 ........L.L. 4,925,062
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COMPARATIVE STATEMENT—Con.

EXPORTS,
British Columbia, 1896, ............ $ 10,576,551
do 1898, ... ... 16, 919 17
Nova Scotia, 1896. ................. $ 10,999,160
do 1898.. ... .ot ol 10 930 936
New Brunswick, 1846........ .8 7 90‘,911
do 1898 ... ...... . 11 166 218

CUSTOMS DUTY.

British Columbia, 189€ .........

1,306,738
do 1898....... ....

-3
2,213 593

INLAND REVENUE,

British Columbia, 1896, .... ... ..3$
do 1898....... .....

POST OFFICE REVENUE.

British Columbia, 1896. ...... ..... 3 156,882
Commission on Money Orders. . 9,600

$ 166,482

British Columbia, 1898 .. ....... 8 257,282
Commission on \Ionoy Orders. . 11,839

] 269,121

FISHERY REVEXNUE.

British Columbia, 1896 . . . .... 8 26,410
do 1898.. 47, 864
RECAPITULATION.
British Columbia.
IRevenue 1896.
Customs Duty........ ... ........ .. $ 1,306,738
Inland Revenue .... ................. 3
Post Office Revenue ................... 166,482
Fishery Revenue ... ................. 26,410
$ 1,794,113
Revenue 1898
Customs Duty ... ..... . 8 2,213,593
Inland Revenue..... ..... 423,792
Post Office Revenue, 269,121
Fishery Revenue ........... .......... 47,864
) $ 2,954,370
Chinese tax......... . ...ccoeveiennnnn... 81 152
8 3,035,522
Increase in two years .

-------- 8 1241400

He said :—The necessity does not arise
for the representatives of any other province
doing what I am now doing— placing before
this House, the government and the coun-
try, the position and progress of the prov-
ince from which I come, for the reason that

every other province is represenued in the
government by cabinet miristers, who, be-
ing in the inner circle where the good
thmn‘s are apportioned, look after the inter-
ests of their own province.

It is not possible, taking human nature
into account, that a province so unrepre-
sented will receive fair and adequate treat-
ment, or its legitimate rights, the rights of
a revenue producing province to & fair share
of public expendlture The right of repre-
sentation in the government of the country
is denied to British Columbia because our
voting power is not strong enough to insist
on our rights ; but a just and benign govern-
raent should not keep a progressive province
under a great disadvantage. The three
maritime provinces on the Atlantic coast
have four ministers in the cabinet, and the
volume of commerce and the reveuue con-
tributed by those provinces are not larger
than that of British Columbia with not even
one ininister. I believe I am correct in
stating that the revenue of British Columbia
with a population of 150,000, for the year
1898, is equal to that of Nova Scotia and
New Brunswick with a population of about
700,000. I will be told, in this connection,
that these provinces import largely duty
paid goods from Quebec and Ontario. So
does British Columbia ; to what extent, I
do not know. I have placed a comparative
statement on the Order Paper, as being the
most accurate way of showing what progress
we have made.

The hon. gentlemen who were in this
House at the time the province entered the
federation, and are still here, will, I am
sure, feel gratified at the continuous upward
strides we have made. At that time our
imports and exports and revenue were
insignificant ; to-day we stand in the proud
position of being third in commercial import-
ance, and as a revenue producing province.
The members of the government should feel
gratified at this position also and should feel
that any encouragement given this province
will be repaid ten fold. In asking for public
expenditure I may be told we gave £3,000,000
to build the Crow’s Nest Pass Railway. That
road is partly in the North-west, and as
much for the whole Dominion as for British
Columbia. The share of British Columbia
of the three millions Crow’s Nest Railway
grant is about $90,000. Estimating our
population at 150,000, the annual interest
would be $3,150. It is alsosaid and thought
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o persons that the cost of buildinggwhet,her such exclusion is constitutional
e Can

> adian Pacitic Railway through
British Columbia might fairly be charged to
that province,
falacious.

but such an idea is entirely |

That railway is a national and :that law is concerned, it is evidence to the

from a national standpoint. So far from
desiring to increase their strength by admit-
ting an industrial population, so far as

lnl:erprovincia.l work for the benefit of the  contrary. What I wish to observe is that

Whole Dominion.
this work to be fi

Per head to the population would be $11.20,
and to the 150,000 population of British
Columbsia, the capital would be $1,680,000,
and the annual interest would be $58,800.
The total amount chargeable to us for these
two railways is $61,950 for interest. Hon.
gentlemen will see that these amounts, taken
together, are small compared with our con-
tributions to the Dominion treasury.

Estimating the cost of

Hon. Mi. BOULTON—The question that
1Y hon. colleague from British Columbia
as brought before the House is one, I think,
ot considerable importance and one I should
Dot like to let pass without expressing my
Views upon it. British Columbia is a port
of export to the outside world in the same
way that Quebec is, or any of our‘ports are.
OW, the province of Manitoba is an inland
Province and cannot show exports and im-
Ports to the same extent, or from the same
Standpoint. That is a question that is often
rought up and has never been fairly discus-
ed. The government do not wish to tackle
t, but the evidence of prosperity that the
on. member from British Columbia brought
tore this House is a matter of very great
congratulation indeed. It is a matter of
VETY great congratulation indeed that they
Ve 80 increased. His complaint that the
Province of British Columbia has not a re-
Presentative in the cabinet is, under our
Wstem of government, hardly a proper one
ause I do not see yet how we can alter
the system of representation by population.
While these revenues have increased in the
Yay shown, the population is only small
1N proportion to the rest of Canada. Our
western population is now, I suppose, taking
the North-west Territories, Manitoba and
rtish Columbia, close upon half a million
2% people, and naturally, as the population
"_‘creflses in those countries, the representa-
%100 in one form or another must necessarily
Increase, although I see in the province of
ritish Columbia that a local law has been
Passed to exclude a certain class of immigra-

t}"n~&!_ld it is very questionable whether
18t action has been a wise one or not or

| we are
foy-six millions, the cost | and Navigation Returns with regard to the
iexports and imports of Manitoba. I men-

not represented fairly in the Trade

tioned in a former zpeech on the Address
that our exports, during the year which the
Trade and Navigation Returns represent,
our exports from Manitoba and the North-
west Territories together were $16,000,000.
That is based upon an estimate of the amount
of grain that we know has gone out of the
country, the report of which we have from
the inspector at Port Arthur, who inspects
the grain, and the inspector at Winnipeg,
and the return showing the destination of
the grain. We also exported in the neigh-
bourhood of 50,000 head of cattle and a
variety of other produce. Very fortunately
for us, the price of grain that year was
good. So, taking the price of our grain
and the quantity of our exports, we had
a total of $16,000,000 worth, which went
out of the province of Manitoba. It is
not reported in the Trade and Navigation
Returns as exports from Manitoba, because
it finds its way to the exporting ports of
Quebec or Ontario or some of the ocean sea-
ports; and it is credited to them rather than
Manitoba. The only direct imports shown
are those which come from the United States
through imports to the city of Winnipeg—-
imports of agricultural implements, ma-
chinery, corn and articles of that kind.
These are shown in our Trade and Naviga-
tion Returns because they are entered by
the Customs-house officers at Emerson, the
only inlet into the province from a foreign
country, The only other inlet is the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway which comes from
Ontario and the other provinces. It is the
same with regard to our exports. The returns
show that for the year 1896 the total exports
of Manitoba were reported at $2,000,000
and the total imports at $2,704,000. The
duty collected was $615,218. In 1897 the
imports were $2,858,000 and the exports
were $1,965,000, the duty collected was
$644,000. In 1898, the vear for which these
Trade and Navigation Returns are given,
the total exports were $3,472,000 and the
total imports were $4,432,000 ; duty collect-
ed $907,000—a large increase in the duty
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collected on imports into Manitoba overthe! Hon. Mr. DEVER —You are doing well ;
two preceding years. Now, if that showsigoon.

anything for us to draw a lesson from, it is | .

that our imports from the United States are | 1Hop. Mr. BOULTON—I think when an
increasing, because, as I said before, the! on..mex‘nber calls attention to any important
imports are represented as coming in from , atter, it enlarges the scope of the debate
the United States, and I know myself that: % an unlimited point. I do not wish to
the imports from the United States of offend the susceptibility of the hon. gentle-

agricultural machinery and a variety of | !Man OF to call attention to the fact——
things of that kind are increasing very much, | Hon. Mr. DEVER—You are exporting

that notwithstanding the duties which were
put upon these articles to keep them out of
the country and to protect cur own manu-
facturers, still the imports of agricultural
and labour saving machinery of all kinds
and a variety of other imports from the
United States had heen increasing which
shows that under our present system at any
rate our manufacturers are not keeping pace
with the manufacturers south of the bound-
ary. We do not complain of that. People
only buy United States manufactures be-
cause they think they are more suitable or
better.
United States cost on an average 330 each
more than Canadian binders, and I think
that there is an arrangement between
Canadian manufacturers of agricultural

I know that binders made in the |

"more solid stuff than the whole of them put
‘together.

1 Hon. Mr. BOULTON—I think the ques-
“tion is an important one as bearing exactly
jon the point that my hon. colleague has
i brought forward. I was showing that we
i have exported 16,000,000 worth of pro.iuce
for the benefit of the country as a whole—
that a large portion of these exports go
I through the ports of Buffalo instead of com-
ing this way. That I do not propose to deal
with, but what I do want to deal with is the
fact that the exports that we send out to
' the extent of $16,000,000 are well returned
to us in time in the necessaries of life for
the carrying on of our operations and the
support of our families—that we are

machinery and United States manufacturers, 'not an exporting country having credit
by which the Massey Manufacturing Com~]of our own. We are a borrowing country.
pany, which at one time threatened w0 ; The loan companies operating in Manitoba
build agricultural machine shops in Buffalo| have $20,000,000 out on loan in the
to compete with the MeCormick Company | province to-day, and therefore so much
of Chicage, made terms that occasion, by’has to go out to meet the payment of
which United States machines should always | indebtedness for these loans. I mention
charge greater prices than Canadian machi-: that in order to show you that the

nes. Whether that wi: the voen™t ~fq com-
promise or not, I cannov say. ‘the hon.
gentleman from British Columbia, is advanec-
ing an argument why more mnoney should
be expended in his province.

Hon. Mr. ALMON —T rise to a point of
order. The hon. gentleman’s speech gives a
great deal of information, but has it any
thing to do with the question raised by the
hon. gentleman from Victoria? I think the
whole discussion is out of order. When a
discussion does take place on a question, 1
think it should have something to do with
the question before the House.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—-On the question
of order, I would call the atteniion of the
hon. gentleman to the fact that the question
is put this way: that the Hon. Mr. Mac-
donald will call the attention of the govern-
ment, &c.

+ $16,000,000 must be returned to the coun-
ltry in time and that we do not import any
! free goods. That is to say, the main por-
i tion of the free goods that come into the
country are imports of raw material for manu-
facturing purposes, and we receive no bene-
fit from that whatever—that the great bulk
of our imports are of the actual necessaries of
life, and that therefore we are contributing
to the revenue directly and indirectly to the
extentof imports to the value of $16,000,000.
I do not think hon. gentlemen will deny
for a moment that under our present
system our taxation is divided hetween the
manufacturers who manufacture the raw
'naterials and the government who receive
1 . . .

1a portion of it as revenue. I do not think
! there is any dispute about that at all, and I
am prepared to acknowledge that a large
proportion of the imports which come into
the province of Manitoba from the east come
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in a8 manufactured articles—manufactured
In the eastern province, but, nevertheless
the province of Manitoba in purchasing the
Decesseries of life, whether they are manu-
factured in the country or whether they are
imported directly, pay a duty, under the
Present systemn, of 28% per cent on all that
comes back to them, and to that extent we
contribute to the revenue of the country
on direct imports. Now, if we contribute
on $4,400,000 -entered for consumption a
revenue of $907,000, T contend that as we
are entering for consumption into the pro-
Vince, goods to the extent of $16,000,000

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM—Never mind
Pparish politics.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—It is not parish
Politics,. You are getting the money and
We are paying it. It is a very serious ques-
tion for us, and those who receive the benefit

ave to show whether it is just or not. The
Tevenue we are contributing from the pro-
vince of Manitoba is something akin to the
Tevenue that the hon. mémber for British
olumbia has represented as coming from
the province of British Columbia, $2,944,000.
my contention is correct, we are contri-
buting a revenue of $2,000,000, so that
tween the provinces west of the great
lakes there is in the neighbourhood of
$6,000,000 of the $20,000,000 of revenue
collected coming from the western country
—a very large proportion indeed if you take
the population that supplies it into considera-
tion and in additition to that there is the
Wanufacturers tax. There have been com-
Plaints out west against the present govern-
ment. There is & small bit of public
work that the people of Winnipeg have
0 agking for, that is, the deepening
of the canal at Selkirk Rapids, which
Would enable steamers to come all the
¥ay from Lake Winnipeg to the city of
lnnipeg, instead of which Winnipeg is cut
ff from “any trade in lumber and fish in
Consequence of those rapids. These public
Works have been before the government for
Wany years. Nothing has been done. The
Present government have given no pledge or

Ing on any public work. There is no money
°xpended on public works out there, and if
there is reason for complaint from the pro-
Vince of British Columbia as to the amount
of public work done there, certainly there

i

is good ground of complaint for the
province of Manitoba under the same
circumstances. I do not propose, however,
to go into any long speech upon the subject
I have brought before this House on several
occasions. I will bring it forward, when-
ever an opportunity presents itself in a de-
cent and proper way, in order that I may
impress on the people more and more the
justice of our claim. The policy of the Con-
servative party has been to wait upon the
British Government to get a preferential
tariff from Great Britain and postpone any
action in regard to the regulation of our
domestic mode of raising a revenue and
diverting directly into the treasury the
taxes imposed upon the people instead of
dividing it up with the manufacturers as is
being done to-day. But I think if the hon.
gentleman from British Columbia would only
support me in the contention I raise and
say, remove the tariff altogether from the
necessaries of life, he would not have the
complaint to make that he is making to-day,
that his province is contributing $2,900,000
to the treasury and getting practically
nothing back from it except the per capita
contributions from the Dominion. .Jf he
would adopt that system I chink he would
find the relief given to the promotion of in-
dustries in British Columbia would wultiply
them many fold. It certainly would be the
case in the province of Manitoba. To wait
on the British Government to do what they
expect is I think, futile. We have seen
what Sir Michael Hicks-Beach has said
about expenditure in Great Britain, and the
mode of raising an increased revenue for the
forthcoming year.

The free trade policy of Great Britain has
this year maintained its character, and has
produced a surplus revenue of $7,500,000,
In consequence of increased expenditure for
naval affairs it is anticipated that the reve-
nue next year, without new taxation, would
not be sufficient. Has the British Government
put forth the slightest idea that they propose
to tax the food of the people or put any tax
on the necessaries of life? No. The adop-
tion of the resolutions of Sir Michael Hicks-

| Beach in the Imperial Parliament for the
N |
Promise, even to that small extent, of carry-

raising of fresh revenue for the coming year
in view of the continued naval expenditure
by an iucreased duty on wines and an in-
creased tax on foreign and co'onial bonds
should open the eyes of those who are striv-
ing to base the commercial policy of Canada
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upon the assumption that it would be to the
advantage of the British Empire to cause
the British Government to tax their import
of bread stvffs and provisions for the benetit
of the colonies by a discriminatory tariff in
their favour. I have long since learned to
realize that like Sampson of old when the
secret of his great strength was discovered
and he was rendered powerless by the cut-
ting off of his hair, so it would be to the
British Government should they change
their policy to one of protection, and through
that policy the secret of their present day
financial strength should be discovered, and
it is unwise for her family of nations to un-
wittingly act the part of Delialah in laying
a foundation for her commercial prostration.
To ask her to discriminate against the world
would unite the world against her in com-
merce and as protection is the parent of war,
while free trade is the husband of peace, what
proportion is Canada prepared to bear of the
war debt that would be created in fighting
the united nations of the earth should such a
misfortune vccur? The day is gone by when
war is to be fostered for its own sake. To
trade with our best and most profitable cus-
tomer upon an equal basis strengthens our
united trading powers, but to ask the pecple
of Great Britain to weaken their commercial
policy for our benefit would prove unpro-
fitable for us in the long run and would
show little self-reliance on our part. I am
not in sympathy with any effort to cause the
British Government to put Canada upon any
ditterent footing with the rest of the world
in the taxation of joint stock enterprises
floated there. I have no sympathy with the
Hooleys who make themselves wealthy in
in one day by the floating of securities,
which as a general rule become wealthy
monopolies in the home of their birth or die
a speedy and unnatural death, and if the
promoters of these enterprises are taxed five
shillings in the one hundred pounds on their
bonds, stocks and shares, to strengthen the
revenues of the inother country very few in
Canada will be affected by it, and the fair
fame of Canada will not be so much jeopar-
dized by the attempt to impose wild cat
schemes upon the British public, which legi-
timate Canadian enterprises suffer from in

credit.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I have been unable,
although 1 suppose it isdue to my own want
of intellectual acuteness, to trace the con-

nection between the speech of the hon.
member from Marquette and the inquiry
which the hon. gentleman from British
Columbia has put to myself and my
colleagues. I could not help remembering
a funeral sermon that I heard delivered a
great many years ago that occupied a good
deal more time perhaps than it ought, and
an old gentleman, who was intensely inter-
ested in the Oregon question at the time
pending between. the United States and
Great Britain, said *“ we have listened to this
gentleman for an hour and a half talking to
us most earnestly and he has not said a
word about the question in which we are all
interested—the Oregon question.” Now, my
hon. friend has spoken of a subjectin which
I think we are interested, and which does
not happen to be strictly pertinent to the
question which the hon. member from British
Columbia brought before us for our consid-
eration; but I do not exactly understand
the position of the hon. gentleman who is
making this inquiry, nor do I strictly see
the relevancy of the question and the obser-
vations which he has addressed to this House
on the present occasion. My hon, friend
complains that the British Columbia people
are not represented in the present adminis-
tration. My hon. friend thinks the British
Columbia Government is one in whichneither
the British Columbia people nor any others
ought to have any confidence.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I did
not say so.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Why should he de-
sire that some British Columbia representa-
tive in Parliament should have the evil
fortune of being a member of this adminis-
tration? My hon. friend does not wish ill
to any one, and yet if he is correct in his
view of the administration, he certainly is
wishing somebody i1l when he desires that
a member returned to the House of Com-
mons from British Columbia, or any gentle-
man who sits in this House on behalf of
that province, should become a member of
the government. My hon. friend does not
repudiate the doctrine that evil communi-
cations corrupt good manners. He does
not suggest that we should take into the
present administration a pure minded man
from British Culumbia without having him-
self condemned by himas a member of the ad-
ministration. I am ineclined to think that,
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notwithstanding his disposition to be always
against the present administration, he,
nevertheless, has not so great a want of con-
fidence init as he has from time to time
enunciated in this House. My hon. friend
has spoken of the remarkable progress that
British Columbia has made during the past
two years and has referred, not only to the
Progress of British Columbia, but to the
progress of several provinces on the Atlantic
coast. The progress as indicated by the
imports and exports of these provinces is
very considerable. It has been a remark-
able progress, such as the country has never
exhibited before. That progress has taken
place under the administration in which my
hon. friend nas no confidence.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I did
not say so.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—What else has my
hon. friend alwayssaid? Is the hon. gen-
tleman prepared to declare that he has con-
fidence in the present administration ?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—Yes,
when it is right. -

Hon. Mr. MILLS—But the hon. gentle-
wan thinks it never is right. Then there is
another thing that I notice about the obser-
vations which the hon. gentleman addressed
to the House. He says in effect that we
are not spending money enough in British
Columbia. I do not know how that may
be; I thought we were spending pretty
generously in every province of the Dom-
inion, but my hon. friend will see tha.f. we
proposed an expenditure last year in British
Columbia which he fiercely fought, and
therefore T am not at all sure, if we were to
propose an expenditure in that province
now, whether there is a single expenditure
which we could make that would meet with
his approbation.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON—Did not the hon.
Winister say last yesar that that enterprise
Was not going to cost the country a penny

Hon. Mr. MILLS—I suppuse while it
would cost the country not a penny in money,
the hon. gentleman would not say that the
road would be built for nothing.  If there
Was to be no public expenditure upon it he
would not say that the purchase of rails, the
work done on the track, the building of em-
bankments, the employment of labour,

and the consumption of food and clothing
within the province of British Columbia did
not mean anything to British Columbia. I
need say nothing further on that question.
My hon. friend who has interrupted me will
understand that an expenditure may be one
of vast importance to a country—may be one
involving a very large suin of money in out-
lay, and yet, after all, not cost the public
treasury anything. That was the position
in which the case to which I refer stood.
The hon. gentleman says, Why don’t you

give representation in the cabinet to British
Columbia? T amnotin a position to answer
the hon. gentleman’s question at this moment.
T have no doubt British Columbia will ob-
tain representation, but let me say to the
hon. gentleman that I suppose if his wishes
were met and a member of the House of
Commons was offered a seat in the cabinet,
that he would abandon his place for the time
being in this House, would go back to Brit-
ish Columbia and, after complaining that
British Columbia was not represented, he
would do his best to prevent her being repre-
sented and defeat any one who might
be offered the position. Does my
hon. friend say he would not do
that 1 Let we say further, the hon. gentle-
man has spoken of the very large imports
in British Columbia. British Columbia is
growing rapidly. British Columbia is a pros-
perous province, quite as prosperous as any
other province in the Dominion. I am sure
I rejoice, as I hope every hon. gentleman in
this House does, that British Columbia is
making rapid progress, that it is growing
in wealth and population ; but my hon.
friend has a curious way of counting what
the benefits are that British Columbia has
received, and I am perfectly sure that he
would find very few in this House, whether
from British Columbia or elsewhere ; who
would agree with the views he has expressed.
He has referred to the Crow’s Nest Pass Rail-
way as if only a small section of that were
in British Columbia, and he undertakes to

7| aportion out the advantages to be derived

for all time to come in proportion to the
population of the entire Dominion. I do not
think my hon. friend from Prince Edward
Island would be willing to admit that that
road is of the same consequence to Prince
Edward Island as it is to British Columbia
and that she should pay because she has a
larger population perbaps at the moment

than British Columbia, a larger sum towards
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the construction of the Crow’s Nest Pass
Railway. I do not think that is the rule
which would be applied to the construction
of public works in any part of the Dominion
of Canada. I apprehend that the fair way to
ascertain on the whole the value which
public improvements are to any section of
the Dominion is to look and see geographi-
cally in what section of the Dominion those
improvements are being carried on, and
while I hope the construction of the Crow’s
Nest Pass Railway will be of the greatest
value to British Columbia in developing its
resources and in securing to it an additional
population, I at the same time maintain
that it is of far greater consequence to
British Columbia than it is to my other por-
tion of the Dominion. Then my hon. friend
has referred to the imports as though all the
imports landed at Victoria or Vancouver
were imports for consumption at home. My
hon. friend will not say that the teas im-
ported from China and Japan, which are
landed at Vancouver and Victoria to be
transhipped eastward are all confined to the
province.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—No,
they do not count at all in our figures.
Those goods go through in bond and are not
entered at the customs-house at all and are
not taken into account.

Hon. Mr. MILLS—The tonnage the hon.
gentleman gives is 1,942,672 tons. Surely
the goods imported, whether consumed in
the province or brought further east, are
included in that tonnage.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
That is simply the tonnge ?

Hon. Mr. MILLS—Yes. I may make a
similar observation with regard to what the
hon. gentleman has said with reference to
the construction of the Canadian Pacific
Railway. While the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way cost a great deal more in the mountain-
ous country than in the prairie section, its
estimated value to British Columbia and the
North-west Territories and all other portions
of the Dominion is, on the whole, fairly
determined by the cost of construction of
each particular portion. That may not
always measure the precise value, but it is
the only way you have of estimating with
any degree of approximation, and I think
the hon. gentleman will see that although

at the present moment British Columbia is
not represented in the government it has
not been neglected on account of that.
British Columbia has a number of able and
active members supporting the present gov-
ernment, who keep the administration con-
stantly informed of the interests of the
province. There has been a continuous
effort to keep in touch with 