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House of Tommons Debales

FIFTH SESSION—SEVENTH PARLIAMENT

HOUSE OF COMMONS,

Tuurspay, 18th April, 1895.

The Parliament, which had been proro-
gued from time to time, was now command-
ed to assemble on the 1S8th day of April,
18935, for the despatch of business.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at fifteen
minutes before Three o’clock.

PRAYERS.

A Message was delivered by Réné Edouard
Kimber, Esquire, Gentleman Usher of the
Black Rod:

Mr. SPEAKER,

His Excellency the Governor Jeneral desires
the immediate attendance of this Honourable
House in the Senate Chamber.

Accordingly, the House went up to the
Senate Chamber.

And the House being returned,

VACANCIES.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have the honour to in-
form the House that during the recess I
have received communications from several
niembers notifying me that the following
vacancies had occurred in the representa-
tion, viz. :— )

Of Hon. Mr. Dickey, Member for the FElec-
toral District of Cumberland, by the acceptance
of an office of emolument under the Crown.

0f Hon. Félix Geoffrion, Member for the Elec-
foral District of Verchéres, dy decease.

Of Hon. Walter Humphries Montague, Member
for the Electoral District of Haldimand, by the
acceptance of an office of emolument under the
Crown.

Of. the Rt. Hen. Sir John S. D. Thompsen,
K.C.M.G.,, Member for the Eiectoral District of
Antigonish, by deceassa.

I accordingly issued my several warrants
to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery to
make cut new writs of election for the said
Eiectoral Districts respectively.

1 ‘
- REVISED

NEW MEMBER.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have also the honour
‘to imform the House that during the recess,
. the Clerk of the House has receivel from
i the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, a cer-
' tificate of the election and return

; Of Hon. Arthur R. Dickey, for the Electoral
. District of Cumberland.
!

‘ FIRST READING.

i
! Bill (No. 1) respecting the Administration

iof Oaths of Office.—(Mr. Foster)

l SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

© Mr. SPEAKER. I have the honour to in-
i formm the House that when the House did
| attend His Excellency. the Governor Gen-
eral this day in the Sernate Chamber, His
Excellency was pleased te make a speech
| to both Houses of Parliament. To prevent
mistakes, I have obtained a copy, which
is as follows :—

Honourable Geatiemen oy the Senate :
Gentlemen of the Heuss of Commons ¢

It is with much satisfaction that I again have
recourse to your advice and assistance in the
! administraticn of the affairs of the Dominion.

| By the sudden and lamented death of the late
Right Honourable Sir John Thompson, Canada
has sustained a grievous loss. The deep and -
heartfelt sympathy expressed by Her Most
Gracious Majesty the Queen, and the manifesta-
tions of sorrow with which the distressing intelli-
gence was received throughout the Empire, as
well as tokens of esteem and respect everywhere
paid to the memory of the deceased statesman,
have been gratefully appreciated by the people
cf Canada.

‘Satisfactory assurances having been received
from Her Majesty’s Government respecting the
interpretation of certain clauses in the Treaty
of Commerce with France, ratifications will be
exchanged as soon as the necessary legislation
- has been passed. .

The recent action of the Imperial Perliament
enabling the varicus Australasian Governments
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to enter into preferential trade relationz with
the other self-governing Colonies of the Empire,
affords gratifying proof that the suggestions of
the Colonial Conference are being favourably
entertained by Her Majesty’'s Government,

In conformity with a recent judgment of the
Lords of the Judicial Committee of the Privy
Council, to the eifect that the dissentient
minority of the people of Manitoba have a con-
stitutional right of appeal to the Governor Gen-
eral in Council against certain Acts passed by
the Legislature of the province of Manitoba in
relation to the subject of education, I have heard
in Council the appeal, and my decision thereon
has been communicated to the Legislature of
the said province. The papers on the subject
will be laid before you.

The depression in trade which has prevailed
throughout the world for the past few years has
made itself felt in Canada, but fortunately to a
less degree tham in most other countries.
Although this has rot resulted in any consider-
able decrease in the volume of our foreign trade,
yet, owing to low price2z and recent reductions
in and removal of taxation, it has been followed
by a serious decrease in revenue derived from
Customs and Excise. In order to produce
equilibrium between revenue and expenditure for
the coming year, it will be necessary to observe;
the greatest possible economy in the appropria-;
tions for the various branches of the public!
service. ' i

During the period that has elapsed since thez
last Session of Parliament, I have had an oppor- |
tunity of visiting many portions ¢f the Dominion,
including the Maritime Provinces, Manitoba, the;
North-west Territories and British Columbia. |
Throughout these tours I have been impressed
and gratified by manifestations of ar abounding
loyalty and public spirit ; and notwithstanding |
the phase of trade depression already reterredi
to, I observed everywhere unmistakable signs of
that confident hopefulness in the future, based
on a thborough belief in the greatness of the
resources of Canada, which is one of the char-
acteristics of her people, and which furnishes
a good augury and pledge of further develop-
ment and progress.

The Government of Newfoundland having inti-
mated its desire te renew negotiations looking
to the admission of that colony into the Domin-
ion of Canada, a sub-committee of my advisers
have recently met in conference a delegation
from the Island Government and discussed with
them the terms of umion. It will be a subject
of gereral congratulation if the negotiations now
pendingz fesuit in the incorporation of Her
Meajesty’s cldest colonial possession into the
Canadian Confederation.

Mr. SPEAKER.

Measures relating to bankruptey and insolv-
ency, and to joint stock comparies will be
laid before you. You will also 'be asked to
consider certain amendments to the Insurance
Act, to the Act respectinz Dominion Notes, to
the Dominion Lands Act, to the Indian Act, to
the North-west Territories Representstion Aet,
as also a Bill respecting the land subsidy of the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company.

Gentlemen of the House of Common: ;

I have directed that the accounts of the past
year shall be laid before you. The R&stimates
for the ensuing year will also be presented.
They have beer framed with every regard to
economy compatible with the eficiency of the
public service.

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate: :
Gentlemen of the House of Conunons :

I now leave you to the discharge of the im-
portant duties devolving upon you with an
earnest prayer that, being guided by the spirit of
wisdom and patriotism your deliberations may,
under the divine blessing, conduce to the unity
and well-being of Capada.

Mr. FOSTER moved :

That the Address with which His Excellency
has Dbeen pleased t» open the session be taken
inte consideration to-morrow.

Motion agreed to.

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

Mr. FOSTER moved :

That Select Standing Committees of this House
for the present session be appointed for the
following purp2ses :—1. On Privileges and Elec-
tions.—2. On Expiring Laws.—3. On Railways,
Canals &and Telegraph Lines.—4. On Miscei-
laneocus Private Bills.—5. On Standing Orders,—
6. On Printing.—7. On Public Accounts.—8. On
Banking and Commerce.—9. On Agriculture and
Celonization ;—which s8aid Committee shall
severaily be empowered to examine and inquire
infec all such matters and things as may be
referred to them by the House ; and to report
from time to time their observations and
opinions thereon ; with power to send for per-
sons, papers and records.

Motion agreed to.

REPORT.

Joint Report of the Lfbrarians of Parlia-
ment.—(Mr. Speaker.)

Mr. FOSTER moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned
at 3.45 p.m.
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:lzlneglgs in the mﬁtﬂ (ilcim of robust and rugged

. - th, and e did we dream that on

Fripay, 18th April, 1895. gs our assembling again, he would not

) with us, and his absence to-day recalls

o’gﬁngPEAKER took thekChair at Three all more painfully and vividly. Need I

PrAYERS,

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY—
" INTERNAL ECONOMY.

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

AMr. SPEAKER read the Message as fol-!:

lows :(—
ABERDEEN.

The Governor General transmits to the House
of Commons, an approved minute of Council, ap-
pointing the Honourable George Eulas Foster,
Minister of Finance, the Honourable Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper, Minister of Justice, the Honour~
able John Graham Haggart, Minister of Rail-
ways and Canzals, and the Honcurable Joseph
Aldric Omuimet, Minister of Public Works,
te act with the Speaker of the House of Com-
mens, as Commisgioners for the purposes and
under the provisions of the 13th Chapter of the
Revised Statutes of Canada, intituled ** An Act
respecting the House of Commions.”

Government House,
Ottawa, 18th April, 1895.

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS EXCEL-
LENCY'S SPEECH.

The House proceeded to the consideration

of His Excellency’s speech delivered at the
opening of Parliament.

Mr. BENNBETT. Mr. Speaker, in rising

to move that ax humble address be present-

ed to His Exceliency in answer to the.

Speech from the Throne in this, what in il
probability will be the last session of the
7th Parliament of Canada, I do so fully
conscious of the duty entrusted to me, and
likewise of the compliment paid to the con-

stituency I represent, and also the compli-
ment t¢ my humble self. In referring to
the Address from the Throne, I from the

bottom of my heart, aye, Sir, from its in-
nermost core, regret the sad occurrence re-
ferred to in the first paragraph, the un-

timely decease of the late Right Honour-:
able Sir John Thompson. Coming &s he did -

to this House little more than seven years
ago, unheralded and unswong,

vpon the members of this House, that 2
master-mind had been placed in this arena.
We all remember with what bounds and
strides Sir John Thompson advanced.

"Step by step he psssed on until at;

iast the great goal of his ambition
was reached, becoming the proud Premier
of this vast Dominion. A short year ago

we #aw the hon. gentleman here, to all

14

soon it
dawned upon the people of Canada as also:

recall his tragic death in historic Windsor
Castle, aye, even almost in the presence
of royalty itself, and the closing of a life
| and ending of a career not only as a colo-
- nial statesman, but in all probability in
;some future day, had he lived, as an Im-
‘ perial Councillor. I do not propose to dilate
‘upon his excellencies, that I shall leave
to the historiam of the future, and when
the history of Canada is written no name
i will stand out in bolder rellef than that of
the brilliant parliamentarian, the great
! Premier, the patriotic statesman, Sir John
Thompscn, of whom well might it be said :

i

‘¢ His life was gentle and the elements so mixed in
him,

That nature might stand up to all the werld and
say : This was a man.”

‘But as we speed the parting gzmest, se in
-turn we weicome the coming, and honour
-having heen paid departed merit, it is now
cmy duty to pay respect to existing worth.
i Thrice in three successive years, the Con-
! servative party of Canada has lost its re-
: spected leaders, and thrice in that time has
‘it been prophesied that the downfall of
'the party would be consummated. But,
:Sir, I say: that as upon the death of
: Sir John Macdonald, so upon the death
of Sir John Thompson, the ranks were
‘closed, the squares filled, and under the
' leadership of the talented gentleman who
‘now leads the party, victory is sssured, a&s
- victory has been assured in the past, when
an appeal shall be made to the electorate of
this Dominion. Now, Sir, te refer to
some of the matters that are contained with-
-in the Address. It seems cnly right and
proper that I should at the outset allude to
that clause which speaks of the legislation
recently enacted by the Imperial Parlia-
ment in reference to the Austrahian pee-
vinces, when it is borne in mind that the
Rt. Hon. First Minister of the day hkad a
- great part in the bringing about of the Co-
‘loniai  Conference. which we were all
. pleased witnesses of last year. Under the
constitution of Australasia, a cbarter was
granted in the year 1873, conferring on
those colonies the right: of self-government,
but for reasons best Enown to themselves,
‘limitations and provizes were inserted ir
“ reference to trade, which resulted in com-
‘merce being restricted as between the
Australasian colonies themselves. ‘That,
Sir, has been to the people of these pro-
i vinces & serious and great érawback, and

i that undesirable condition of afairs has

! peen terminated 85 & result of the interco-
Ionial conference: held here last year—a
conference whichi was truly representative,
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not only in its charzcter from a colonial!

standpoint, but likewise by its being graced !
with the presence of an Imperial Councillor:
in the person of the Earl of Jersey thereby
evidencing that interest which the mother
land takes, and which we trust she will
always take in the prosperity of her colo-
nies. On that occasion resolutions were
passed asking that the Imperial Govern-
ment might be pleased in tkeir wisdom to
enact legislation which should give to those
Australian colonies the rights and privi--
leges which are enjoyed by the people of
Canada in reference to commercial treaties. !
and I was pleased to hear it announced in:
the Speech from the Throne that such legis- |
lation had been enacted, and we trust and:
hope that by reason of it, there may be in-:
augurated between the Dominion and the!
provinces of Australasia, a stream of com-'
merce and trade which will be an enduring
benefit to both, and which will tend:
to bird in closer unity and to knit together ;
these colonies of that great Empire of which |
we are pleased to be an integral part. |
In the Address there is a most pleasing re-!
ference made to His Excellency the Gover-!
nor General. Coming here as the successor |
to distinguished noblemen, His Exceliency
feund for himself no easy task : but. Sir,
1 DLelieve that the conduct of His Excel-
lency, since he has been in Canada, mani-
festing in all matters pertaining to the wel-
fare of the commonwealth a deep and abid-
ing interest, has caused the people to have
for him a warm place in their hearts,
cnd also for his most excellent consort,
who has most ably seconded ail his efforts.
And when the time comes for His Excel-
lency to pass from his present position t5:
those high duties which we trust the Im-
perial Government will hereafter assign to
him, I believe he will. like his predeces-
sors, lend his hearty aid te the promo-
tion of the material prosperity of this
colony in the mother land. And now.
Sir. I come to discuss a matter not per-
taining to commerce, but involving ohe
of those unfortunate questions which un-
happily for the public of Canada. it
scems are never to end. We in Canada had
thought when the consolidation of the dif-
ferent provinces was brought about, that
then ence and for ever there wonld be a still-
ing of all discord in respect to questions of
race and religion. We thought those QQif-
ferences would be quelled ; we thought they
would be buried in oblivion never again to
be resurrected. But, unfortunately, differ-
ences of opinion on these questions have
arisen from time to time. and within the
lest few years what is known to-day ss
the Manitoba school question has been be-
fore the people of this Dominion, and is at
the present time more particularly before
the people of the province of Manitcba for
adjudication. In 1870, after negotiations, Ma-
nitobsa was admitted intc the confederation.

Mr. BENNETT.

Prior to that time there had been in that
region no settled form of government, no
institutions with provincial autonomy ; and

i consequently there haa been a school system
free to all sects, and not owing thanks to

any government for contributions or &id. The
Roman Catholics, the Episcopalians, and the
Presbyterians each had their own schools:
ard so, when the provirnce of Manitoba was
admitted into the confederscy, and had en-
grafted upon its constitution all the, rights
and privileges which are conferred upon

. the other provinces, power was given to that

province to deal with ihe question of educa-
tion exclusively, subject, however, to those li-
niitations and provisos which were contain-
ed in the Manitoba Act, which Act was after-
wards approved of by the Federal Govern-
ment of Canada. Uunder this system. from
the year 1870 to the year 1890. educational

- matters in Manitoba pursued the even tenor

of their wsy, and from neither one side nor
the other were heard any comnlaints or re-
monstrances. There were the tweo religious
bodies, those professing the Protestant faith
and those professing the Roman Catholic
faith, Iiving side by side in unity, carrying
on the institutions of the eountry. but re-
serving to themselves, as they each had the
right to do, the edu.;ational system they pre-
ferred. But, Sir, it remained for the hon.
member for Wirnipeg (JMr. Martin), and
those with whom he was associated. at one
fell stroke to interfere with all existing re-
gulations, and to sweep away all the vested
rights that up to that time existed ; and
then commenced this nnhappy friction which
has been disturbing that country from that
day to this. When that legislation was put
into effect in Manitoba the Roman Catholic
minority of the province, feeling aggrieved,
feeling that they had rot been dealt fairly
by, feeling, as the facts show, that the Mani-
toba Government had given a pledge that
tlose vested rights should not be interfere.l
with, appeaied to the superior power, the
Federal Government at Ottawa. to exercise
the veto power of disallowance In their be-
half. That appeal having been made to the
Federal Gevernment, what was their an-
swer ? it having been stated that the Act of
the Manitoba legislature was not within the
power of that legisiature—that, according to
the legal expression, the Act was ultra vires.
That question having been raised and
argued, the Federal! Government declined to
intervene, and left the matter to be adjudi-
cated in the courts. Afterward, the case
known as the Barrett case, which was sub-
mitted to the Supreme Court of Canada and
afterwards carried on appeal to the Privy
Council of England was instituted when
it was decided by the highest court that
the Act was fully within the power of
the local legisiature. Debarred from
redress on their legal rights, the minority
then hsd recourse to another form of

appeal which had been suggested, and
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whick, during tke consideration of the }
appesl in the Barreit case, had been referred |
to as appliczbl to the guestion—that was,
the power of appealinr to the Federal Gov- '
ernment fur clemency und for redress. Now, |
Sir, I ask Lon. gentizmen to mark wel/ that
iatterly that phase of the guestion h?s been
discussed, as it must be remembered, and the !
record will prove it, (hat when 2ae question |
came before the Privy Tsxmacil whether the !
Act was constitutional or not, it was openly
stated and contended that even if under!
their legal rights the minority were estopped,
they had at least left to them the right to
appeal to the Federal power for clemencsy.:
Now, in 1890 this question was before the'
Parliament and the pecple of Canads ; and,
taking sdvice from cases of 2 somewhat
snalogous nature which had produced dissen- !
sion and discord in this country on previous |
occasions, san hon.
had the honour of representing a constitu-!

gentleman who then!

in the opinion of that Government every
step taken in the case was regular and
proper. Now, Sir, what were the guestions
submitted, and to these questions what
answers were given? I do not propose
10 read them at length, because they ave
in all the reperts. But when the matter

 came before the Law Lords in England,
 ameng other questions, this one was asked:

Has His Exceliency the Governor General in

! Council the power to make the declarations or

remedial orders which are asked for in the said
memorials and petitions, assuming the material
{acts to be as stated therein, or has His Excel-
lency the Governor General in Council any other
jurisdiction in the premises ?

And another question propounded for an-
swer was this:

Did the Acts of Maritoba relating to education,

' passed prior to the session of 18%). confer on
. or continue to the minority “ a right or privilege
:in relation to education ” within the meaning of

ency in this House., and who was an a¢-| subsection 2 of section 22 of the Manitoba Act,
Enowledged jurist—I refer te the Hon. Ed‘é or establish a system of separate or dissentient
ward Blake—caused to bz placed upon the Schgol& ;;ithgn ﬁtlhe };n%nlx;ng\: 0; hsuAbsectipn 3 oti’!
2 o s o0 section o e British No merica Ac

itg:;&gtﬂodisagffglﬁi;.?gntq 3 resolution { 1867 ; if said section 33 be found applicable to
S . | Manitoba ; and if so, did the two Acts of 1890

That it is expedieat to provide means whereby | cOmPplained of. or either of them, affect any right
on solemn occasions touching the exercise of | OF privilege of the minority in such a manner

power as %0 educationzl legislation, important !
questiors of Iaw or of fact may be referred by
the executive to a high judicial tribunal for!
hearing and consideration, in sich mede that
the anthorities and parties interested may be
represented, and that a reasoned copinion may
b» obtained for the information of the executive.

Now, Sir, I repeat that the Federal Govern-
ment beirg appealed to, had no other course
openr to them than to hear the appeal that
was presented by the minority of the pro-
vince of Manitoba ; and when that case
c2me on in its proper course by way of peti-
tion or memorial. the Government of the
day under the late Premier referred it to
the Supreme Court of Canada for a dec!-
sion as to whether or not that course should
be foliowed. A series of guestions were sub- |
mitted, some six in ali, 2ad they were all ne-
gatived by a majority of the Supreme Court.
Estopped in that direction, another avenue
was open to the minority, and that was
by an appeal to the Law Lords of the
Imperial Privy Council ; which appeal was
taken in due time. It bhas been argued
that the Federal Government in this re-
gard, had done something that was not at
aill incumbent upon them, in fact that they
bad gone out of their way in listening to
the appea! for clemency put forward by
the minority of Manitoba. But, in answer
to that, I have this to say, that throughout
these proceedings, as I believe, not only
were the Governinent of the day acting
within the constitution, but, moreover, and
hevond that, the very fact that in these
proceedings, and in all subsequent pro-
ceedings, the Manitoba Government were
represented by counsel indicated, that even

Governor General in Council ?

The answers to these gquestions were re-
spectively as follows. To the first :

That the Governor General in Council has juris-
diction, and the appeal is well founded, but
that the particular course to be pursued must
be determined by the authorities to whom it
has been committed by the statute.

Apd in answer to the second :

That the Acts cof Manitoba relating to educa-
tion passed prior to the session of 183%0, did con-
fer on the piinority a right or privilege in rela-
tion to eZucation within the meaning of subsec-
tion 2 of section 22 of ** The Manitoba Act,”

-

which alone applies ; that the two Acts of 1890
complained of did affect a right or privilege of
the mirority in such a manzer that an appeal
will lie thereunder to the Governor GeReral iR
Council.

Now, Sir, these were the answers delivered
by the Imperial Privy Council to the two
questions propounded, and I submit, and
every fair-minded man will agree, that the
duty was incumbent upon the Privy Coun-
cil of Canada to hear the matter complain-
ed of. Well, Sir, in due course, that appeal
was heard ; in due course that appeal was
argued. And once again did the province
of Maritoba show that they believed that
everything that had been done by the
Government was right, that they believed
the Dominion Government was acting with-
in the strict ietter of the law, was entirely
within its constituotional rights and priv-
iteges by their acquiescence in having
& representative snd counsel at that hear-
ing. I have recapitulated all the facts,
I have recapitulated all the steps that have
been taken in the case; and all that has
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been done has been the handing over of
the case by the Dominion Government to
the government of the provinee of Mani-
toba. Ang, Sir. it is to be trusted by aill
those who would wish to see the éisappear-
ance from the arena of Federal politics of

maiters of this vexed nature that the pro-.
vince of Manitobs may be pleased to ar-:
rarge amicably between the parties the
rvights or privileges of the minoerity in re-:
spect of the matters complained of, and

which the Privy Council stated had been
affected. Now, Sir, 1 come to deal with
the phase of the Address in reference to

the trade and cemmerce of the country as.
it at present exists, and as it has existed
And. referring to:

during the past year

the phraseeclogy of that, I do regret, In com--
mon with hon. gentlemen on this side of the:
House, that there has been in this Domin-'
fon a depression in trade that has resulted

in a decrease of our revenue :

that has

resulted in this year of grace. in a detieit:

in the income of the Deominion.
faces of hon. gentlemen opposite light up
at the prospect of a deficit.
little wondered at. Decause in a deficit they
recognize an old friend.

Sir, the

That is to be

Year after year,

ther sat on the Treasury benches and year,
after year they had (o announce teo the .
country that deficit after deficit was piling

“p‘

but they consoled themselves with:

the retiection that they had transferred them '

to capiwal account. Contrast that with the

other picture.

Year after year. instead of

deficits of from one to two millions piling
up, we found, under & Conservative Admin-

istration, surplus announced

&

annually.

reaching in one year nearly the colossal:

sum of 1000000, I awm not, at this time,

. past year.

going to discuss whether it was right or.
wrong to pile up those surpluses. But this:

I do say—that the surpluses so piled up

without unduly taxing the people,

*

' has a more fair distribution of wealth, has
‘& meore fair distribution of prosperity., has
‘& more fair distribution of comfort, than
- Canada. And I say that it is in great measure
- due to the fiscal policy which not only has
predeminated in this country for years past,
but which shall predoeminate, I believe, for
years to come. Hon. gentlemen opposite
have been crying for an opportunity to
test in & constituency the trade peoliey of
Canadi as it has been under this Govern-
ment. Where were the gentlemen opposite
when there was an election in Haldimand
the other day * Echo answers, “ where ¥
And though the hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion was almost within a stome’s throw of
the Liberal stronghold of Verchéres, his
stience on that occasion was golden.
And, although he has the honour of re-
presenting one of the constituenecies of the
city of Quebee, he permitted two Conserva-
tives to make the fight to a finish in the
a@joining riding to his own. Sir, these
are signs of the times, and most unex-
ampled proof that when the appeal is made
to the people of this country they will en-
dorse the fiseal peoliey which has been in

force =since IS8 Now, Sir, 1 have
an auwthority under my hand, & most
eminent authority, that of Mr. Sauger-

beek, who. In 8 recemt issue of the
“London Times,” has made this statement :
ang being a statistician of the very highest
order, and an acknowledged aunthority in the
old country.to his statements some reliability
must be attached ; and he bhas proved con-
clusively that within the last 100 years
there have never been lower prices realized
for the exports of Great Britain than in the
Moreover, he has proved that
in the years 1878 and 1879, as countrasted
with the present year, prices of exported

' goods from England were 20 per cent higher
were of benefit to the people in this way.:
that, while they had the ecapital on hand

the

Government expended those surpluses in

great public works which have been, and

will be for all time of enduring advantage.

Now, Sir, ther: must be reasons for a de-

ficit. And 1 have no doubt that before this'
session closes, hen. genilemen, very fruit-.

ful in charges. very prelific in contentions,

will allege many reasons why a deficit has

occurred. First. throughout the whole eivil-
ize@ world, there has been. during recent
years & most wonderful depression.
ated as we are, close te the great republic

to the south of us, feeling as we do the .
very pulsations and throbs of the commer-.
cial life of that country, little was it to be
wondered that such depression weuld mnot.
penetrate within our borders. But I am !
proud and pleased to say that the depres-:
sion in the Dominion of Canada has neot at |

than they are to-day. \Weil, Sir. what has
that to do with Canada ? I say that has
& great deal to do with it, for in that time we
were importing from Great Britain at prices

. which were one-fifth higher than they are

to-day. apd it must be borne in mind that

if duty is paid on an article of the vale of

only $50. the same duty psid on an article of
the value of $100 will produce more revenue
:to this country. So in the decreased price
of every article we have purchased, and,
; while our consumption may not have been

‘Jess, the value of the goods so consumed

Situ- |

has been less, and. as a result, there has
‘been a lessening of the revenue. Then, it
must be cousidered that on many articles
the tariff of this country has been greatly
reduced in the last year ar so.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
: hear.

Mr. BENNETT. The hon. member says

Hear,

all reached the extent of the depression “Hear, hear”” I trust he says it approvingly,
which bas been felt throughout the length  and I believe he does. But as a result, what

and breadth of the United States of Am- do we see ?

erica ; and to-day no country in the werld
Mr. BENXXETT.

We see that the revenue deriv-

iable from a great many of the large staples
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has been most materially reduced. Take, in
the first place, the goods that have been
entered for consumption. In this year, as
against,/last year—and I am speaking as to
values—there has been a decrease of eight
millions and a half worth of goods; then,
the duty collected on these goods, as con-
trasted with the preceding year, has been less
by a million and three-quarters of dollars.
But the most noticeable changes have been
in respect of the very goods which were
affected by a reduction in the tariff, as wit-
nessed in the fact that the revenue deriv-
able from woollen goods has decreased, as
compared with the preceding year, by a mil-
lion and a half ; the revenue in respect of
iron has decreased by 2 million and a
quarter ; and that in respect to silks, by
$300,000. The great falling off in the ex-
cise this year of $1,000,000 as com-
pared with last year, has, too, helped
to Increase that deficit. Now, Sir, on
the whole there is a deficit, but the
reasons are ample, the matter is explain-
able ; and the fact that there is &8 deficit this
year will not be looked npon by the conntry
as a proof that such a state of affairs must
exist under a Conservative Administration,
but the people will regard it as a rarity and
a novelty. I trust, Sir, that the deficit will
not amount to what has been prophesied,
. and that, having a due regard to the
efiiciency of the public service, economy may
be practised to such an extent as to make
that deficit as small as possible. Now I
come to another clause in the Address, that
which makes mention of the probable ad-
mission of the oldest British colony in Amer-
ica as part of the confederation. ‘hen
the scheme of confederation was hroached
and when it was effected in 1867, aye, and
even Dlefore that, it was thought by the
fathers of confederation that this great
work would never be consummated, would
never be finally completed, until within our
borders was embraced every colony In
North America under the flag of Great
Britain ; and from time to time overtures
and propositions have been made .to that
end. I am pleased to see that at last they
have taken a tangible form, and in this city,
as the capital of the Dominion, a very im-
portant conference was held a few weeks
ago, from which we trust beneficlal results
will follow. The terms of the offer upon
which Newfoundland proposes coming into
this confederacy, and the terms which were
offered by the Federal Government, have
not yet been made public; but I think I
echo the Liope of every Canadian, and of
every parliamentarian, irrespective of polj-
‘tics, that those terms may be of such. a
nature that & consummation of that
union may be brought about. We; in this
portion of the Dominion, particularly in the
province of Ontario, mot having been in
touch with the people of Newfoundland,
have only known it as rather a sterile, bleak
-and inhospitable island ; but I am happy to

say that our siews in that respect have heen
entirely changed by a speech delivered in
Otlawa last week by the Hon, Mr. Bond.
With their thrifty, industrious and hardy
population, of somewhat over 200,000, en-
gaged, as they are, largely in the greatest of
all hardships, the fishing industry, also in-
terested as they are interested in the lum-
ber business, and interested as they are
in the great industry of mining, in which
$5,000,000 is invested ; not having, as we,
in the Wwestern provinces have, great manu-
facturing enterprises, it must of necessity
result that they should be, and would be in
due course of time, if any considerable in-
terchange of cominodities took place. good
customers of ours, as of the $7,000,000 worth
of goods imported into that island, only
$2,600,000 worth came from these provinces.
So I believe that, if that consolidation is
broaght about, if that colony is admitted, a
union will be accomplished which will
greatly add to the material prosperity of the
whole Dominion. Moreover, Sir, we will
then guard and control every entrance to
the British possessions on the Atlantic ; and
then it will be the proud boast of every
Canadian, that from the western shores of
this continent, where the waters of. the
Pacific lave the golden sands of British Col-
umbia, to the far east, where Newfound-
land’'s rock-bound coasts are dashed by the
billows of the Atlantic, all shall be under
the sway of the confederation of Canada.

Mr. BHLLEY. (Translation.) In rising to
second the motion just moved by the hon.
member for East Simcoe (Mr. Benuett), 1
must say that the Manitoba school question
referred to in the Speech from the Throne
has given rise to that other question whether
the moment had not come to break the tle
which unites us to the Dominion and
seek elsewhere other destinies for us.
Many wise and enlightened people, men
from all sections of the community and
from all races, have had, in the face of the
general mistrust which for nearly five years
now has unsettled every mind, to painfully
consider whether the Dominion could last
much longer, and whether the time had not
come, as I said, to break the tie which
unites us to it, should not Manitoba or the
Federal Government remedy the injustices
done and replace, 8o to say, in its former
position the fundamental stone which the
Manitoba Government had taken out of the
very basis of the Dominion structure.
Thank God, owing to the spirit of justice
of the people, owing to the common sense
which prevails everywhere in the Dominion,
owing especially to the courage shown by
the Governmeht with respect to that school
question, the minds may now regain their
composedness, uneasiness may disappear
and hope revive among all the races which
have made this country their own. For
these reasons, I might be allowed to tender
to the executive our most sincere thanks on
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behalf of the righteous men of the province
of Manitoba, and of the whole Domin-
ion. The Government is entitled to the grati-
tude, not only of the Catholics, but of all
the righteous men, whether Catholic or Pro-
testant, Mohammedan or Turk. Notwith-|
standing the clamourings of the hon. gentle-!
imen opposite, the Government were not
afraid to do their full duty from beginning
to end. They pledged themselves to render
justice, notwithstanding the opposition they
met with in every province, notwithstanding
the op .osition made in this House by the;
hon. gentlemen opposite. The Government ;
is now rebuked for not disallowing the |
school law, because they are powerless to |
upbraid them in any other respect. This is|
what the Liberals have cried out everywhere
in the province of Quebec; the Govern-
ment, they said, was too slow, it ought to!
have disallowed the law. Well, I say the;
Government did their duty to the end. They !
were bound not to disallow the law, in the§
~first place, because the Catholics of Mani-

the rescission of the law of 1820, which was
thought unceanstitutional. When the Su-
preme Court delivered its judgment as re-
gards the constitutionality of the law, the
iime for disallowance had lapsed. I may add
that the Government were bound not to
disallow  the law, because in that they
were forbidden by prudence apnd wisdom.
~They would not have failed to denounce,
in the province of Manitoba, as 'well
as in the other provinces, such an;
attempt from the ¥Federal power against
provincial autonromy. And finally, I say that
the Government could not disaliow that law |
because it was constitutional, and the judg-
ment of the Privy Council does not utterly
dé away with it. Therefore, while there is
now an injustice tc remedy, it is none the:
less true that the school law may continue
in existence if the Maniteba Government
{s satisfied with it, provided the injustice
complained of by the Catholics be remedied.
Therefore, the Government could not dis-
allow that law simply on account of the in-
justices done to the Catholic minority in
Manitoba. As for that, it was the practice
adopted and followed by both the political
parties in this House mnot to disallow the
lccal laws with respeet to education. As
to this, I will quote from the speech de-
livered by the Hon. Edward Blake in 1890,
when he brought before this House his
famous motion referred to, a moment ago,
by the hon. member for East Simcoe (Mr.
‘Bennett). In the course of his remarks,
he said :

Those members who have long been here will
well remember the New Brunswick school case,
which was agitated for many years, in the

_course of which agitation I have hoped that some
‘political aspects of that and of analogous ques-
‘tiops were finally settled—settled, at all events,
for the bulk of the party with which I act, and

Mr. BELLEY.

for the humble individual who is now address-
ing you. I regard it as settled, for myself at
any rate, first of all that, as a question of policy,

there shall be no disaliowance of educational
legislation.

This practice having been approved

by all parties, it ill-becomes any one now
. to reproach the Government with not having

disallowed that law. But I ask by what
right the Liberal party could now reproach

the Government with not having exercised

the right of disaillowance since they are the
very party which rendered useless, inefli-
cient and dangerous the exercise of such a
right ? They are the party which cried out
in every province that the disallewance
could not be exercised. It is the Liberal
party again which, at the interprovinciai
conference held in Quebec in 1887, included
in its platform the wiping cut of the right
of disallowance from our constitution. Let
us see what Mr. Mercier, referring to pro-
vincial autonomy, said in 1886, before the

- Quebec Legislature :
toba had decided to apply to the courts for

The right of disallowance of local laws grant.
ed to the Federal Cabinet, is the negation of
provincial autonomy, and it should be abolished,
or confederation will disappear. The right of
veto should reside not in the Executive power,
but in the judicial power as the sole sure re-
fuge against the passions of the political arena.

Later on, in 1887, at the time of the inter-
provincial conference which was attended
by the Prime Ministers of all the provinces,
I think, and even several other ministers
from these provinces, and at which, if I am

' not mistaken, every province in the Dom-
- inion was represented, all the members of

this conference, 1 say, were agreed on the
necessity of drawing up and adopting as
one plank of the platform of the Liberal
party the following, which is to be found in

- the report of the proceedings of that comn-

ference :

That by the British North America Act exclusive
authority is expressely given to the provincial
legislatures in relation to subjects enumerated in
the 92pd section of the Act; that a previous
section of the Act reserves to the Federal Gov-
ernment the legal power of disallowing, at
will, all acts passed by a provincial legislature ;
that this power of disallowance may be exer-
cised so as to give to the Federal Government
arbitrary contrcl over the legislation of the pro-
vinces within their own sphere ; and that the
Act should be amended by taking away the
power of disallowing provincial statutes, leaving
to the people of each province, through their
representatives in the provincial legisiature, the
tree exercise of their exclusive right of legls-
lation on the subjects assigned to them, sub-
ject omly to disallowance by Her Majesty in
Council, as before confederation ; the power of
disallowance to be exercised in regard to the
provinces upon the same principle as the same
is exercised in the case of Federal Acts.

So it car be seen that they claim the trans-
fer of the power of disallowance to Eng-
land. ‘And why was this claim made ? Be-
cause it was considered that the disallow-
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ance would thereby be abolished if it could ' point. Why ? Here is the reason why : Ead
only be exercised by the Imperial Gov- we immediately passed a law to set aslde
ernment. Such was the construction put Manitoba’s legislation and had the legis-
upon it by the Provincial Secretary of Que- lature of that province disputed its consti-
bec, Mr. Gagnon. Here are his own words,. tutionality, in what position would we fingd
when commenting this resolution adeopted ourselves now, had the Privy Council de-
by the interprovincial conference : i cided as it has contrary to our contentions ?

' The Government and the Federal Parlia-

As worded, this resolution is practicall .

abolition of the right of disallowa.r?ce, fo? \3; ;2; ment would then. .ha.v e found themselves
that this power will only be exercised with re-: i3 the most humiliating position. On the

spect to the laws possibly affecting the general | contrary, the Government wisely decided
interests of the Empire, that is to say, we'

assimilate the position of the provinces to the
one now occupied by the Federal Parliament.
Now, as_we cannot make laws which affect the
general interests of the Empire, it follows that
the Imperial Gevernment will not have to ex-
ercise against us this power of disallowance.

Thus, if we cannot now claim, or rather if

we ought not to claim the exercise of the.
right of disallowance with respect to a.
question as that which we are now dis-!
it is because the whole Liberal:

cussing,

party succeeded in rousing the public opinion ¢

in every province by exaggerating the right

of the provinces to enjoy & full autonomy, .
and even to escape the right of disallowance !
conferred by our constitution to the Federal
power, in educational matters as well as in
any other difficuit questions. But I say, more-
" over, that no motion was brought before
this House with the object of censuring the

Government for not disallowing such a legis-

lation. I say, moreover, that it is yet time
to make such a motion, and I inviie those
who are fond of motions of censure directed |
against the Government to bring about such
a motion because they have not disallowed !
Manitoba’s legislation as they are blamed:
from all over the hustings. Therefore, to .
sum up, we could not exercise the right of !

disallowance because, as I have just said,
it would not have been wise for the Gov-
ernment to do so, and because it was not
claimed by the Catholics who took another
way to obtain the redress they sought, and
finally,

was made useless and inefficient by the;

doings of the Liberal party. Now, there re-
mained an appeal ta the courts of justice.
After the Manitobs legislation ¢f 1830 had
been declared constitutional, the Catholics
took an appeal to the Gevernment, and the
latter resolved in the first place to cause
te be proclaimed or defined their right to
interfere, and should the occasion arise, to
pass a remedial legislation. Never was a
motion brought before the House to blame
the Government for their recourse to this
mode of proceeding, but they were studi-

ously reproached, in pcopular meetings, with '

having taken this means of having the
guestion solved. Nevertheless, this way of
proceeding was the only reasonable one ;
it was the only one dictated by common
political sense and reason. The fact is, with
respect to such a question, it wag absolutely
necessary that we should know whether we
had a right to interfere; it was the msin

because the disallowance weapon :

: that prior to interfering they sheuld know
| whether they had a right to interfere ; ithe
t Government wanted te know the extent of
 their rights prior to helping the minority,
ii and the Judicial Committee of the Privy
t Council decided that they had such a right
lunder the constitution. The Government
‘acted therefore in compliance with the con-
. stitution, as explained by the hon. gentle-
man who has just sat down. As regards
the mode adopted by the Government no-
: body can blame them for doing what they
: did, for it was the mode suggested by the
' Liberal party itself. Indeed, when the Hon.
. Mr. Blake brought s1ip his meotion in 18930,
'hhe had in view that very question of the
: separate schools in Maniteba. If the Gov-
‘e1nment was not €0 be bound by this motion
of Mr. Blake, then 1t was useless. We all
know that this motion was moved and agreed
(to by Parliament, precisely in view of this
i Manitoba school question. The Government
have passed the remedial Order in Cecuncil
and they have done right. Mr. Speaker, I
. think there is no one to be feund in this

 House who will reproach them with this act.
. The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council
t decided that we had a right, not only to in-
terfere. but also to remedy an injustice done
to the prejudice of the minority in Mani
toba ; the Judicial Committee pronounced
that we had both the right and the duty
to interfere. 'This Government are the cus-
todians of the rights and privileges of each
and every class, and therefore they are in
. duty bound to protect the minorities. It is for

ithem to say to the persecutors : Cease your
persecutions, to say to the infringers of the
constitution : Cease to cause the minority to
suffer in the exercise of a right which is
guaranteed to them by the constitution. It
iwas said somewhere that an Interference
would mot be expedient. I think, Mr.
Spenker, it i3 always expedient to remedy
an injustice. There is no middle course to
follow, in such maiters, one must be either
friend or fece. I think any honourable and
honest man owes it to doty to remedy an
injustice when his duty is clearly laid down.
Assuredly now that the judgment of the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council
has been delivered, the question is not
whether it i favourable to the Protestants or
to the Catholics of Manitoba, but our duty
s to inquire whether there is any injustice
to remedy. The question is whether the op-
pressed ought to be protected. I say it is
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the duty of this House to come and help
the Government which has interfered in
favour of the oppressed. When, in 1892-93,
the Government and the Conservative party
agreed to the mode of interfering through
the courts, the party and the whole House
committed themselves to such a mode, and
therefore they virtually adhered to any
judgment that might happen to be pro-
nounced. Had the judgment been against
the minority, the minority would have
yielded to it. Likewise, if the judgment
should go against the contentions of the
majority, the majority had to bow down.
Now, it is for the majority to yield to a
judgment favourable to the minority, a
judgment delivered by Her Majesty herself ;
and I think every hon. member of this
House, especially those from the Conserva-
tive side will be happy to vote for a reme-
dial legislation should the Manitoba Legis-
lature not do its duty as it was called upon
to do. This, Mr. Speaker, is a question
which has moved the public mind with
passion. Moreover, the policy of the Gov-
ernment with respect to it has already re-
ceived the approval of the people of the
Dominion. In Haldimand, the contest was
fcught on the school! question, and it did
not prevent the brilliant Secretary of State
(Mr. Montague) receiving a majority of
nearly six hundred votes. In Verchéres, in
Antigonish, in Quebec West, it is the Gov-
crnment policy which won the day. It is
the remedial order which is accepted by the
electorate. And, if I am +well informed,
in Verchéres especially, had not the op-
position candidate coripletely endorsed the
remedial order, he would have been de-
feated and left in a minority of hundreds
of votes. The public sextiment in that coun-
ty was so overwhelming in favour of the
remedial order that, in spite of opposition
ideas, the candidate, Mr. Geeoffrion, had to
accept the policy of the Government aud
promise to his eleciors that he would vote
for the Conservative Government, going
even further, possibly than the gentlemen
on this side of the House, should the Gov-
ernment introduce a remedial legislation.
In Quebec West and Antigonish, the same
thing was noticeable. I therefore say that
on the 17th April instant, the Government
"carried the day. I must confess that the
Catholics of Verchéres could have acted a
little better. I think they could have shown
‘g little more generosity to the Government
by returning its candidate, especially when
the Liberal candidate was endorsing the
course followed by the Government. But,
after all, there was no matter for surprise,

Verchéres having been a Liberal county

for twenty-five to thirty years. In the
- very local elections of 1892, when the whole
- people was aroused, Verchéres remained
Liberal and would not follow the rest of the
province. Well, it is its own business, but

Mr. BELLEY.

1 think the great majority in the province
of Quebec approve of the course followed
by the Government as did the voters in
Verchéres and that, at the next
general election, it will give to the Gov-
ernment an enormous majority. There is
now rejoicing everywhere. However, we
do not rejoice because we think we have
won & victory over the Protestants. There
can be no question of Catholics or Protest-

ants in this House, but we are simply deal-

ing with the right of the minorities and due
regard for public faith which no honourable
man <¢an violate. When we came into the
Dominion, we relied on this that the rights
o every class would be respected. We
signed a compact which we are pledged to
respect, and he who violates this compact
is derelict to faith. If the minorities should
not find in this Parliament the protection to
which they are entitled, how could we hope
1o form a people ? 1liow could we go along
in peace and harmony ? How, for instance,
could we hope for the coming of Newfound-
land into the Domirion if the people of that
Isiand could not rely on our respect to faith.
on the observance of the compact to be signed
with them, and if the minority of that Is-
and could not find under our flag that
liberty which they now enjoy under their
present government ? This Parliament is in
duty bound to show the greatest respect for
faith, the greatest respect for the pledges
we commit ourselves to. I join with the
hon. member who just sat down in the
praise he has given to the memory of the
late Sir John Thompson. When the news
of his death spread throughout the country,
it was the cause of a great surprise coupled
with a great pain. He was not only the
honoured leader of ihe Conservative party,
but he ranked also amongst the foremost
men of our political world. Our whole peopie
will be faithful to his memory and will keep-
in store the encomiums he so well deserved
as well as remind his lofty nature, his
powerful logic, his eminent abilities and his
respectability. We will, all of us, long- re-
member him as one of the most precious
men Canada has ever produced. Reference
is also made in the Speech from the Throne
to the French treaty. Last year, that ques-
tion was discussed, and this House approved
of the treaty. The Government who is per-
fecting this commercial engagement will
meet with the approval of this House and
that of the country at large. The business
:men are now all one in requesting the ratl-
fication of this treaty which establishes
closer commercial relations with France.
Agriculture has now a good market for its
products, but it will soon want a new
European market for its cheese and butter,
the export of which is now mainly directecd
towards England. By means of this treaty,
the Dominion will secure a very advanta-
geous market for its produce.
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Mr. LAURIER. While I have no fault to i gseason, at the season at which it should
find with the manner in which the mover have been called, and at the date often pro-
and seconder of the Address have presented ' mised, it was not from any consideration for
their views to the House, whilst, on the | the public weal, it was not from any motive
contrary, it 1s a pleasure for me to testify | which could stand the light of day, but it was
that they have discharged their duty with gjmply because it was altogether too much
great credit to themselves, with great satis- | t¢ expect from the hon. gentlemen who now
faction, I am sure, to their friends, and with  gqorn the Treasury benches that they would
perfect acceptance to their opponents, still! ) pive at an opinion of their own so long
I cannot but express my astonishment that | g5 they could put off the day. It is a matter
having undertaken to review the political ' of public notoriety that during the whole
situation, such as it exists to-day, they yinter the Cabinet bas been divided into

should have entirely failed tc notice in any
way whatever the late, the inconvenient, the
unfortunate season at which Parliament has
been called for the despatch of busiucss,
that they should bhave failed altogether to
offer, I will not say a word of criticism,
which perhaps it would be impossible to
expect from hon. gentlemen on the other side
of the House, but I will simply say a word
of remonstrance such as might perhaps have
been expecied that they might have offered
against the breach of duty of which the
Government stand guilty towards the House
and the people. Sir, what is to-day ? To-

day is the nineteenth day of April, and the |

simiple mention of this date means this, that
we have now reached a period at which, if
Parliament had been called at the proper
time, the well-understood time, the time
fixed and determired by long usage of Par-
liament, by the unwritten law of Parliament,

the members of the House, who, as a rule, !

are not millionaires, who are, as a rule,

engaged in the ordinary occupations of life, !

who, as a rule, now ail depend on their daily

labour, might look to an early prorogation ;
and might expect to return to their business |

occupations at the opening of the business
season. Why, the first paragraph of this
Speech which is placed in the hands of His
Excellency is strange almost to ludicrous-
ness. It reads:

It is with much satisfaction that I again have
recourse to your advice and assistance in the
administration of the affairs of the Dominion.

Why, Sir, if it was so much satisfaction to
the advisers of His Excellency to have the
advice of the faithful Commons and Senate
of Canada, it was within their power to
have had it long ago. Why did they not get
it ? I submit this with all respect, that in-
stead of having framed this mocking para-
graph, the first thing the advisers of His
Excellency should have done was to offer
a statement of some kind to explain,
to justify and to excuse this unpardonable
dereliciion of duty om the part of the ad-
visers of His Excellency. But, perhaps, and
I rather think it was so, it was altogether
too much to expect that hon. gentlemen
would make such a statement. What reason
could they urge, what explanation could
they give, what excuse could they offer ?
Why, Sir, it is well known, it is a matter of
P¥blic notoriety, that if Parliament was not
cailed at the proper season, at the usual

| two—what shall I say, two factions, twe
| rival factions, quarreliing, squabbling, fight-
. ing, one in favour of holding a session and
| the other in favour of dissolution, both afraid
' to meet Parliament or to meet the people.
: This is the situation. But at last when the
. day came that they had to make up their
, minds to do something, wken they had to
i face the issue and have a mind of their own,
. when they could no longer postpone and put
! off and delay, when they had to take scme
action, the faction in favour of dissolution,
which had almost triumphed, was upset, and
the Government decided in faveur of holding
a session. I must pay this compliment to
them, that from their own point of view,
they were wise in their generation. It was
true that during a session there might be
some very Dbitter pills to swallow, it was
true that during a session the Finance Min-
| ister would bhave to face that spectre, that
monster, an ugly ill-visaged deficit, that
spectre which indeed we had seen last year
lurking in the distance, but which the hon.
zentleman had promised to ward off by
economy and entrenchment, but at ali events,
my hon. friend could depend upon it that the
majority would be equal to the occasion,
that they would swallow the pills, bitter as
they were, and even finding a deficit in their
minds, 2 new friend to them, as the hon.
member for Simcoe (Mr. Bennett) said, they
would think that this new friend when seen
among themselves, was not so ugly, not so
ill-visaged as it was seen on the other side,
and even had some redeeining features,
whereas if they had dissolved the House and
gone to the country, their majority would
' have disappeared. would have vanished,
wouid have melted away as snow under the
rays of an April sun. The wisdom of their
course was fully vindicated on the 17th
April, just two days ago. There were four
elections on that day. As to one I shall not
speak, because the hon. member for East
Simcoe (Mr. Bennet) said a moment ago that
the Liberal party offered no fight in Haldi-
mand, it was a little family quarrel which
they agreed to settle among themselves. But
in the other three constituencies I claim a
victory for the Liberal party. I claim a
Liberal victory in Verchéres, although there
is not much to be proud of there because
it is an old rouge county ; but I also claim
a Liberal victory in Quebec West, an old
Conservative constifuency. My hon. friend
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from East Simcoe said a moment ago that
the candidates were two Tories. To some
extent it is true; but there are Torles
and Tories. On the one side there was Mr.
Dobell, whose record I am sure is above
suspicion ; and on the other side there was
our old friend Mr. McGreevy, who is well
known in this House. I will quote to the
hon. gentleman what was the programme
of Mr. Dobell. He sajd:

And if you send me to Parliament as your re-
presentative I shall not allow party spirit to warp
my judgment, and shall record my vote upon all
questions as in my belief the best interests of
the country demand. * * * * 1 shall use
my best endeavours, if elected, to have measures
carried which will benefit the Dominion, increase
its foreign trade,—

What & departure from socund prizciples is
that.

—remove obstacles to closer and freer trade
with our sister colconies and the mother country,
and I shaill not cease to advocate reciprocal
trade, on fair and just terms with our great
neighbour, the United States.

I do not observe much cheering on the part
of hon. gentlemen opposite in regard to that
programme. Now, let me take the com-
ments of the ministerial organ in the city of
Quebec upon this paragraph of Mr. Dobell’s
address :

Mr. Dobell’'s platform embraces reciprocity
with the United States, freer intercolonial trade,
and closer foreign trade relations, superinduced
by more liberal terms than we now possess.
Of course, this is a programme, to which Mr.
Laurier could interpose no objection, since he
has opinions of a similar nature himself.

Give me such Tories every day, and have
them elected everywhere.

Mr. McGreevy, we take it, bhas not lost faith
in the National Policy, which he helped to create.

Well, Sir, it is a matter of record that the
Liberal party unanimously supported the
capdidature of Mr. Dobell. It is cqualiy
a matter of record that the Conservative
party from the leaders down supported the
candidature of Mr. McGreevy, and I suppose
at this time Mr. McGreevy's heaith is suffi-
ciently restored to have allowed him to take
his place among the Conservative membars
of this Hoeuse. But, Sir, the Government
" decided in favour of holding a session. They
were wise. But it was an effort to make
such a decision. Why, it was such an effort
that it almost broke the Government. We
have it on good authority, we are not in the
secrets of the gods, but we know one of the
gods, and not the least among them, the
one whom I take to be the god of war,
" would no longer soar on the Olympian
heights, but that he deciared his determina-
tion to come down to the level of frail, ordin-
ary, mortal fiesh. For tbree days the whole

minpisterial world was on the tiptoe of
anxious expectation. * Will he return or
will he rema’n out ?” That

was

Mr. LAURIER.

the anc<ious question which every minis-
terialist harboured in his breast. But as
good fate would have it, peace was re-
stored. The wandering one returned to the
fold, and ever since there has been, at all
events, peace on the outside, and the Gov-
ernment seems to me to be very much like
one of those sulphur springs whose waters
are calm and quiet on the surface, but
whose muddy bottom is always boiling with
mephitic gases. But, Sir, I see my hon.
friend the Minister of Justice shaking his
head at the statement which I have made.
I make that statement upon authority. I
make it upon the authority of the Conserva-
tive press. I know that my hon. friend said
a few days afterwards that the story was not
true, and that there was no depeundence to
be placed upon the ministerial press. I al-
ways thought so myself. That was nc news
to me. But I thought that so much smoke
could not exist without some fire, and
that the exception in this instance simply
confirmed the general rule. But, Sir, there
is more than this. We are all proud of
our British institutions. My hon. friend
to my right, the member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills), speaking some seven or eight weeks
ago in the western part of the province of
Ontario, made an elaborate comparison be-
tween the American constitution and the
British constitution, and he concluded, and
rightly concluded, that the British constitu-
tion is more eiastic and more responsive
to the voice and to the wish of the people
than is the American constitution. There
are, under the American constitution, sev-
eral powers which are fixed by law, while
the same powers here, are left for their
exercise to the intuitive action of the EX-
ecutive. Thus, under the American con-
stitution, the summoning of Congress does
not exist, and Congress meets according to
the very letter of the instrument itself.
It is fixed by the constitution, whereas,
under the British constitution the only pro-
vision that exists is that there should be
a session at least once a year. But as to
the time Parliament shall meet, the entire
discretion is left to the Executive, and it is
a disecretion which should not be exercised
except for cause adequate and in extreme
cases. In England, though the period at
which Parliament is to summoned is left
to the Executive, the day on which Parlia-
ment will open is as well known to every
voter in Great Britain as if it were fixed
by law, and a Government would not be
permitted either to postpone or advance the
period at which Parliament meets unless
there was strong cause adequate to show
for it. 1If in England a Government pre-
sumed to viclate the unwritten law of Par-
iament in that respect, that Government
would be at once called to severe account
by friends and foes. But jn tbis country,
although we have a similar law, that law
is violated without the slightest concern
by the Ministers of the day, as if the only
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rule and law which they acknowledged was%
their own fantastic will. For my part, I
would be sorry to see a single item re-|
moved from the constitution which would:
mar its elasticity. 1 would be sorry to see
it more drastic. I would be sorry to sce!
it follow the American precedent, but I
remind the House, and I am sure in so say-;
ing no one can gainsay me, that if we:
want to work the British constitution in
this country with the same benefit and ad-
vantage that it has been worked in the:
old country, the Canadian pcople must act!
in the same spirit as is shown by the Brit-
ish people, that is to say, that they must:
see that there are no undue liberties taken

with the privileges of Parliament, whether
Though I:

they are written or unwritten.
have no fault to find with my hon. friends
with the manner in which they have dis-
charged their duties, I venture to believe

that they would have discharged these
duties more etfectually, and with more
profit to their country, if they had spoken

fore their minds, as it is before the minds
of everybody else, with the exception, per-
haps, of the gentlemen sitting on the:
Treasury benches. I venture to believe:
also, that better counsel would have pre-
vailed if the hand of fate had not removed .
him, of whomx my bon. friend from Simcoe
(Mr. Bennett) spoke so feelingly, and of
whom it might be said, that though per--
haps not altogether free from blame in that
respect himself, yet Sir John Thompson al-
ways, while he was leader of the Conser-'
vative party, insisted on the maintenance!
and preservation of parliamentary laws:
and parliamentary rules. I think I might!
say also that on some occasions he de-
fended those laws and rules against the
encroachment of some of his colleagues.
My friend from Simcoe (Mr. Bennett) spoke
eloquently and well, and most feelingly, on
the death of Sir John Thompson. 1 can.
re-echo everything he said in that respect.:
The death of Sir John Thompson was a'
most shocking one. When a man is struck
by the hand of death in the fullness of his.
years, after a long career, after a career
of great usefulness to himself and his coun-
try, there remains a feeling even above the
peignancy of grief, that after all death bas.
dealt kindly with him. Such was the,
death of Sir John Macdonald. But when|
a man is struck down, when he has hardly .
reached the summit of middle life, when he
has attained the full measure of his power,
when his friends and his country could:
look to him for years of useful werk, then, .
Sir, death carries with it a sense of in-
expressible bitterness. Such was the death
of Sir John Thompson. . In that respect
it is, perhaps, one of the saddest, perhaps
altogether the saddest that our bhis-
tory records. In other respects I leok upon
it as one of the most glorious. ‘1uis Can-

‘situation of this country is to-day ;

adian Minister, this colonial statesman died
under the roof of the old Norman Kings,
when he had just been sworn in as a
member of the Privy <Council of that
mighty Empire, of which the old Norman
kings laid the foundatior, but which has
reached dimensions which their wildest
dreams of imagination never, I am sure,
contemplated. Perhaps it is that such a
death, under such circumstances, sad as it
be, may be looked upon as a sacred con-
secration of the majestic principle of the
unity of the Empire; unity, not only of

land and water, unity not only of islands

and continents, but a unity of all the creeds
and races embraced in that mighty Empire,
giving to all while preserving their individ-
uality, a common aim, and a common

' aspiration and teaching to ail the salutary
i lesson of telerance
- ance.
that on reflection they will agree with me!

and mutual forbear-
If the death of Sir John Thompson
were to result in such a lesson being learned
by the Canadian people, I am sure we must

-all agree that glorious indeed would be his
i death, and I am sure that for all ages, his
tpon this subject, which I suppose is be-,

name would be surrounded with a halo of
imperishable fame. Now, Sir, coming to
the Speech from the Throne, I do not know
that it calls from me for any extended re-
marks. The Speech from the Throne has
been, for some years past, a very dry skele-
ton. This year it is drier than ever, and

i the few bones that are in it rattle against

each other with a most ominous sound.
Perhaps this paucity of substance, this dry-
ness of material, may be the result of the

‘return to the fold of my hon. friend the

Minister of Justice, though, if we are to
credit a certain press—not that scurrilous
ministerial press that is not to be depended
upon, but the Opposition press which has
never been accused of unveracity, at least

. by its friends—one of the conditions of the
‘return of my hon. friend to the ranks

was that there should be nae important legis-
lation this session. Well, Sir, I do not know
whether that be true; but, at all events,
that would be a very light way of looking
at a situation so full of gravity as the
for
I submit to the consideraticn of the hon.

. gentlemen cpposite that we have reached a
‘period of the very greatest importance to
. the interests of Canada. We have reached

what perhaps we may call a day of reckon-
ing. Yet on this grave subject the Govern-
ment are silent. The altered tone of their
speeches compared with those to which we
have been accustomed to listen in former
years on the occasion of the Address being

 proposed and seconded, is most significant.

On previous occasions the burden of ail
ministerial speeches was a song of trinmph,
a paeon of exultation, even in the face of
the most damaging record—even when the
figures of the cenrsus had ruthlessly dis-
pelled the illusions long cherished by the
supporters of the miristerial policy. Even
then the burden of all ministerial speeches
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was that Canada was prosperous. To-day |
we have a different tone. To-day there i3
no song of exultation or of triumph. To-!
day there is the plaintive admission that;
Canada is suffering, though in a minor de-.
gree, from a universal depression. De-
pression, says my hon. friend from East:
Simcoe ; but then, where is the virtue of |
the National Policy ? What has become of
the power of the National Policy ? Was it
not to remove the then existing depression !
and to for ever prevent its recurrence, that:
the people of Canada were induced to sub- |
mit to that intolerable yoke of taxation:
which by a strange euphemism is termed:
the National Policy ? What is the com-
mercial situation, the economical situation,
the financial situation of this country to-.
day? Sir, we have a deficit, the ugliest that
ever made its appearance in Canada, &an:.
immense public debt ever increasing, an.
alarming falling off in the revenue, public
burdens always increasing, a paralyzing:
commercial ecrisis and stringency, ever:
wider spreading, amongst all classes of the:
community. This is the situation which:
my friend characterized by the diluted term
depression. Sir, it is high time that the:
Ministers and the friends of the Ministers
should no longer delude themselves with
the mere clatter of words, but should open |
their eyes to the fact that Canada has reach-
ed a most dangerous condition. It would be !
idle folly for the members of this House,

sitting on that side or on this side, to im-
agine that Canada is simply suffering from :
one of those cycles of depression which:
come periodically. Sir, I am sorry to say, !
but it is a fact to which the attention of the
Government must be called, since they per-;
sist in ignoring it, that the evils from which
Canada suffers to-day are of 2 more alarm- |
ing character than those caused by a mere.
passing depression ; and the abiding cause,
the source of all those evils, lies in the fact
that the country bhas been burdened with:
an immense and alarming public debt, !
and equally alarming public expenditure
anrd at the same time with a high tariff, .
imposed upon us under suppositions which .
have never materialized—under promises
of development which, if it had taken
place, would perhaps have made the burden
bearable, but the failure of which makes:
the burden hardly bearable by our small:
and scanty population. Why, Sir, I recall
to the memory of the House that in the
early days of the National Policy, when the
public debt was increasing at the rate of a
hundred millions at a time, there were men
in this country, not confined to this side of
the House—men in all walks of life and in
all conditions, politicians and nen-politicians |
—who were staggered at the magnitude of |
the burden imposed on the shoulders of the
Canadian people, who believed that it was|
too great for us to carry. But their appre-!
Lkensgiongs were removed by the assurance;

often given by the cccupants of the
Mr. LAURIER.

Treasuryl

benches, that immigrants would follow the
track of the Canadian Pacific Raiiway,
that the immense territories of the North-
west would fill with a teeming population,
and that the price of the lands sold would

. be more than sufficient to recoup the country

for the whole outlay. That statement was
made, not once, but many times by Sir
Charles Tupper at that time, and repeated
by his followers until it became a stock
phrase. 1 remember, as everybody I
suppose does, that Sir Charles Tupper forti-
fied this statement with the opinion of a
high civil functionary whose duties shouild
enable him to speak with high authority on
the questicn on which he wrote. I remem-
ber Sir Charles Tupper quoting the opinion
of Mr. Burgess, the Deputy Minister of the
Interior, to the effect that in a short time
the sale of the public lands would cover
the whole outlay. That letter has often
been quoted, and it may be well to quote
it again if only to show the House that the
condition which the country has reached
to-day is not the resuit of a casual depres-
sion,—t¢ show the wide chasm which separ-
ates us from the high hopes which were
held cut to us at that time. Here is the
letter of Mr. Burgess:

Ottawa, 4th May, 1883.

Sir,—Having given the subject my best and
fullest consideration, I estimate that the receipts
of this department from the sale of sagricul-

i tural and coal lands, t(imber dues, rents of graz-

ing lands, and sales of mineral lands other than
coal, with the royalties from the minerals be-
tween the 1st January, 1883, and the 3ist De-
cember, 1891, beth inclusive., will amount to not

less than $38,000,000.
A. M. BURGESS.

;fSir, everybody whe had a seat in Parlia-

ment at that time recollects that when
that letter was read to the House by Sir
Charles Tupper, endorsed as it was by the

; character, the ability and the reputation of

that right hon. gentleman, it was received

- with wild cheers on the other side of the
- House. The hon. members on that side of the

House affected to believe, and perhaps did
believe, that there was a ready asset of
$58,000,000, not yet in the coffers of Canada,

- but to be found in our coffers within eight
i vears afterwards, and that therefore there

was no cause for alarm if the public
debt jumped up at the fearful rate at which
it was then being increased. I notice that

. the same letter read again to-day, and read
-in the light of our experience of the last
- year, does not evoke any cheer at all on the
. other side of the House. Why, Sir, it would
- be almost ludicrous, if the case were not

such a sad one, to refer to that letter now,
to comment upon the statesmanship—be-
cause at that time it was called statesman-
ship—which could build up such castles in
the air. I do mot care to do so. I come to
sober facts. How many millions, I ask the

| Minister of Finance, have been realized

from the sale of agricultural lands, how
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many 1illions from coal lands, how
many from mineral lands, how many from
timber dues and grazing Ileases ? How
many millions? Not one dollar. Not
one single dollar. We are just fifty-eight
millions of dollars astray. The sale of the
agricultural lands, of the ccal lands, of the
mineral lands, the royalties, the timber dues,
the grazing rents—all that bas not prodnced
enough to pay the salaries of the officers
charged with the duties of administration.
But, Sir, the debt is there ; not to be wiped
out with a fantastic asset, but to be paid in
cold coin out of the hard earnings of the
people of Canada, earnings wrung from
them by a relentless system of taxation.
And I would call to the attention of hon.
gentlemen that that relentless system of
taxation was introduced under the same
hopes—hopes doomed to disappointment.
Does not everybody remember how, in those
early days of the National Policy, manu-
facturers were invited to clap on all sail, to
manufgcture, not for the small, restricted
market of five millions of souls, but for the
widespread market scon to be enlarged by
hundreds, by thousands, and by hundreds of
thousands of immigrants, who were to be
brought in to fill the North-west Territories ?
That advice was readily acceded to by the
manufactarers. Millions of dolidrs were In-
vested in bricks and mortar and machirnery.
And what was the result ? In a very short
time the warehouses of manufacturers were
piled with goods for which there were no
purchasers. The population did not increase,
and the manufacturers found themselves
face to face with a very serious problem.
But the manufacturers were equal to the
occasion. I take the case of cottons, just
as an example. In the summer of 1888 a
meeting of cotton manufacturers was held
in the city of Montreal. The reports of that
meeting are to be found in the Montreal
¢ Gazette,” and there, amongst other things
stated by the reporters, we find the follow-
ing .— .

By actual comparison, good farmers’ shirting
can be obtained in Canada to-day at a lower
figure than the same material can be purchased
for in the United States. This is one effect of
the National Policy, and it is a great beon to the
agricultural community. The country, hewever,
requires 600,000 more people in it to maintainm
the present number of cotton mills, but these

are quickly coming, as 100,000 landed on our
shores last year.

Yes, Sir, one hundred thousand had landed
on our shores the previous year. Those were
the happy, blind days when the Govern-
ment of Canada was increasing the popula-
tion by bringing in a hundred thousand emi-
grants every year. Those were the happy,
blind days when the Government of Canada
—according to its own statement—added to
the population of Canada in ten years no
less than 800,000 souls, who, however, were
not to be found when the census was taken ;
they had disappeared ; and with them, I am
sorry to say, had gonme a considerable por-

tion of the native population. But what did
the cotton men do then ? They had de-
clared that they needed 600,000 souls more
to keep their mills busy, but this addition
to the population had not been made. But
the cotton men were equal to the occasion.
They made a combination ; they bought up
all the cotton mills—except one, I believe—
and brought them under the same manage-
ment. Some of the mills they closed, pay-
ing dividends to the shareholders, though
"the mills were idle, and turning out the
operatives to shift for themselves as best
they could. Under the system that was to
have giveun work to every man willing to
work, we saw operatives turned out in the
streets and shareholders receiving dividends
for their idle mills. The preduction of cot-
tor was restricted, and upon this restricted
production extra profits were charged to the
people of Canada, who were thereby ecom-
pelied to pay taxes not only to the public
treasury, but to the manufacturers of cotton
also. Sir, there is the root of the evil;
there is the cause of the depression. The
public debt was increased under false pre-
tenses, the tarif was imposed under false
pretenses. The public debt was created
under the promise that there would be such
an infiux of population into the North-west
Territories that, in eight years at most there
would be in the treasury a sum sufficient to
wipe out the public debt. The tariff was
imposed under the promise that there
would be an influx of population such as
would make the burden of taxation bearable
by the people of Canada. Now, Sir, we
know that all these expectations have been
disappocinted. In those early days we had
centred our expectations and hopes upon
those vast plains which extend from the
craggy hills of Lake Superior to the east-
ern slope of the Rocky Mountains. And.
I am beound to say, it is a most magnificent
heritage. Great as were the hopes enter-
tained of it, they were not extravagant, but
how those hopes have been blasted we
know only too well. The immigrants came
in, but the flow of immigration became less
and at one time almost ceased. What is
the primary cause? ‘The primary cause,
and 1 challenge the issue upon this, is the
high tarif with which Canada is burdened.
The high tariff imposed by gentlemen on
the other side, and maintained by them has
produced this resuli—it has made the tilling
of the soil a thankless and profitless occupa-
tion. We cannot increase he price of
cereals. The price of cereals have fallen
and so have the prices of other farm pro-
ducts, as is admitted in the Speech from
the Throne. We cannot increase the price
of a bushel of wheat or pound of cheese.
But there was a time when gentlemen on
the other side pretended that they could in-
crease the price of farm products. We
cannot do anything for the farmer in that
respect. But the tiller of the soil in the
North-west, and, for that matter, in every
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part of Canada, finds that while the prices
of his products have diminished, he has to .
pay artificial prices for al! that he has to
buy. And this is the result of the pelicy
of gentlemen on the Treasury benches.:
While he has to sell at free trade prices,:
he has to buy at protection prices. The
result of the policy of hon. gentiemen oppo-
site is this,—that the farmer of Canada has:
te sell, not in the dearest, but in the cheap-
est market. while what he has to buy he
must get, not in the cheapest, but in the
dearest market. This is the cause of what
is termed on the other side of the House, :
‘* depression.” What then is to be done ?:
What course shall we follow ? The course
to follow is to retrace our steps of the last
fifteen years, to devise some sensible
scheme of taxation. The course to follow
is to make this country a cheap country to:
live in, apd until this is dome it is vain:
for
House to expect that we shall have such
a thing as prosperity in Canada. TUntil'
this country has been made a cheap coun-
try to live in, we may expect anything but
that the plains of the North-west will fill"
up, and we shall look in vain for the pros- |
perity which has been promised us for the
last fifteen years, but which has not come. !
This is the aim, this is the goal, this is;
the purpose. But it is an aim, a goal, and .
a purpose which it is vain to expect gentle- !

gentlemmen on the other side of the:

men on the Treasury benches to keep in:
view. But we can expect it when the
little operation of two days ago is extended.
and the whole people of the Dominion of
Canada, from the Atlantic to the Pacific.
express their opinions at the polls.

Mr. FOSTER. You are better on small
operations.

Mr. LATURIER. Why do you not try the:
larger omes, if in those you have the
advantage ? I want to be a fair
cpponent and give every possible credit
to gentlemen on the other side. There
is an admission. at all events. in the
Speech from the Throne of something that
exists, there is an admission that the finan-
ces are mnot as good as they might be.
Though you will look in vain through the
four corners of the Speech for such a word
88 deficit., the word is not to be found,’
but the thing is there. This is iwhat e
read :

Although this has not resuited in any con-:
siderable decrease in the volume of our foreign
trade, yet, owing to low prices and recent re-
ductions in and removal of taxation, it has been
followed by a serious decrease in revenue de-:
rived from Customs and Excise. In order to:
produce equilibrium between revenue and ex-
penditure for the coming year, it will be neces- !
sary to observe the greatest possible eccnmomy |
in the appropriations for the varicus branches
of the public service.

Sir, it seems to me that we are somewhat |
familiar with this langvage. I do noti

Mr. LAURIER

: man, any householder,

know but we have heard it before. T think
we heard it last year, perhaps, with some
more rhetorical flourish than we see in
this dry speech. We heard it last vra= irom
the mount) of the Minister of Finance him-

casys

selt, and the fiowery languaze which ny

-hon. friend then made use of is worth re-

peating to the House :
If the expenditure from the 10th of March to

‘ the end of the year should be normal that would

leave us with a deficit ; but this Government

., has come to the conclusion—a wise conclusicn,

which I think will be echoed by this House,
and in which the Government will have the
co-operation and cordial help of the House—
to endeavour te live during the year within our
income, and if our income is less, to resolutely
keep down the expenditure, so that in the end
we shall not have that unwelcome visitation
which so often made its appearance to myv hon.
friend who sits opposite me—an ugly and ill-
visaged deficit. A prudent business man, any

: prudent business concern, any private gentle-

would take that course
of action ; and in the national housekeeping it

- is equally incumbent, it seems to me, to follow

the same,

So it seemed to my hon. friend, and so it
seemed to all of us, that he was using very
resolute janguage. It could not he wore
resolute, and would to Heaven my hon.
friend had been as resolute in his action
as he was in his speech. But it is maai-
fest that during the course of the year my

- bon. friend has not only had one aoment

of weakness, but moment after moment of
weakness until it became chronic. I am

“quite sure that my hon. friend was covered

from head to foot with good intentions, but

‘he was besieged by those who had been in
' the habit of bleeding the treasury, aad he
: yielded. and he yielded, until, between his
language and his performance, there is a

discrepancy of $6,000,000. Now, wo have
the same promises of economy and re-
trenchment, but to-day they are made in

~more sober language—not made in so pom-
" pous language as last year, but I am much

afraid that whether made in sober or pom-

' pous language, the expenditure will 1lways

be the reverse of scber. My hon. friend
from Simcoe (Mr. Bennett) 'said in his

- speech a moment ago, there must be rea-

sons for a deficit. Why, of course there
must be reasons for a deficit, and what are
they ? They are simply that the Minister
does not, as a prudent man, as a prudent

- business concern, cut down the expenditure

to the level of the revenue. That is ailt
there is about it. If my hon. friend had

‘been as resolute in his conduct as he was

in his language, my hon. friend from Sim-
coe would have an answer to his query.
For my part, I must say to my hon. friend
from Simeoe, and perhaps I wiill not surprise
him if I say so, that I am not so much over-
burdened as he seems to be with confidence
in the men who adorm the Treasury
benchkes. He takes their promises as they
are made, I take them as they are ex-
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ecuted, and that gives another deficit. Now,
Sir, the legislation which is promised does
not seem to be of a very serious character.
There is just one measure in ail those that
are promised here, which seems to be of
some importance. I understand that the
Ministry again this year are going to try
their hand at an insolvency law. They
tried it last year, but they did not succeed.
I hope they will succeed this time. I
hope so with all my heart, because it
scems to me that an insolvency law is a
titting accompaniment to the National
Policy. There are so many bankrupts in
the country that it is an act of charity to
extend to them the benefits of an insolv-
ency law. There is another clause in the
Speech, that with regard to the I'rench
treaty, which I do not altogether under-
stand. It reads thus:

from Her Majesty's Government respecting the
interpretation of certain clauses in the Treaty
of Commerce with France, ratifications. will be
exchanged as soon as the necessary legislation
has been passed.

“The necessary legislation has been
passed.” This is what I do not understand.
‘The treaty has been ratified by this House.
the treaty has been ratitied by the French
Corps lLegislatif, and the French Senate.
What more legislation is necessary ? We
all remember, the hon. member for West
Ontario (Mr. Edgar) pointed out last year.
the difliculty the Goveriiment iwere sure to
meet in their treatment of third powers.
I kpnow that difficulty. That may be the
one which is referred to, but the language
is so vague that it is impossible to per-
ceive what the Government means. 1 sup-
pose it means that the treaty is not to go
into force for another year or so, and in
that respect the object of the Government
will have been attained. Sir Charles
Tupper will have been satisfied, he will
have brought the Ministry to their knees.
The supporters of the Ministry will be
satisfied also, the treaty will not be passed
by Parliament, and will not be put in force.
As to Newfoundland, I am glad to say that
I re-echo very cordially everything that has
been said in the Speech from the Throne.
The entrance of Newfoundland into the
confederation was contemplated from the
first as necessary to the completicn of the
Dominion, and I so regard it. But I must
say that it is, perhaps, unfortunate that
the negotiations have come at such an in-
opportune moment. It may be a misfor-
tune, not only for Newfoundland, but for
‘Canada as well, that these negotiations
come at a time when Canada ean ill afford
‘to undertake any new burdens. 1 do mnot
offer this remark in any spirit of hostile
eriticism. I will wait until the negotia-
tions have been completed, and until they
are laid before the House, and judge of
the scheme upon its merits. But, Sir, there
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is one thing to which I would draw the
attention of my hon. friends on the other
side. There is a difficulty with regard to

i Newfoundland which it would be well to

have removed before the island is taken
into confederation. I mean the ¥rench
shore ditliculty. Heaven knows that we
have causes enough of diiliculty in this
country, and here is another which. if the
island were taken into confederation,
might creep up at any moment and add
to the numerous difficulties we have. It
would be nothing but fair, I presume—I
make it as a friendly suggestion, not at
all’in a spirit of carping criticism—it would
be nothing but fair, I presume, that the
Imperial Parliament, which is responsible
for that state of things, should be called
upon before the Island is taken into con-
federation, to settle that question with the

. . . ! French Government ; because, so long as
Satisfactory assurances having been received

this ditficulty is pending, we must not close
our eyes to the fact that it is impossible
at any moment that the whole confedera-
tion may be convulsed with one of those
explosions of sentiments which unfortun-
ately we have seen too often in this country

already. Now, Sir, my hon. friend from
Simcoe. and also my hon. friend from

Chicoutimi (3r. Belley) who seconded the
Address. dilated at some length with the
question which my hon. friend from Simcoe
called a question of sentiment, the Mani-
toba school question. The language of the

Speech is, in that respect, very discreet.
The elections are over now, and the
language is far more discreet and temper-
ate than it was while the elections were
taking place. This is what it says:

In couformity with a recent judgment of the
Lords of the Judicial Committee of the Frivy
Council, to the effect that the dissenting minority
of the people of Manitoba have a constitutional
right of appeal to the Governor General in Coun-
cil against certain Acts passed by the legislature
of the province of Manitoba in relation to the
subiect of education. I have heard in Council
the appeal, and my decision thereon has been
communicated to the legislature of the said
province. The papers on the subject will be laid
before you.

That is not saying very much. [ do not
blame the Government for it—perhaps it was
better not to say very much about it. A
good deal, however, was said by the Min-
ister of Justice. by the Minister of Putlic
Works and by the hon. Secretary of State
on this question in the recent elections.

Mr. OUIMET. Not much by you.

Mr. LAURIER. The Order in Council is
termed a decision. I do net understand
that term exactly. As 1 read it. and I read
it pretty carefully, it can hardly be called
a decision ; it is simply an invitation to the
Government of Manitoba to deal with that
guestion, and to leave them to apply the
remedy to thé evil which has been created
by their own legislation, an invitation 1 say,

REVISED EDITION.  °
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‘ !
though I am sorry to say it. couched in most | the honour, and perhaps, though unworthy,
unfortunate language. The language should: I may be ready to advise His Excellency,
have been framed. not in the dictatorial spirit! but I am not ready to advise the advisers

which pervades the Order in Council, but it
shotld have been an appeal frame:l rather:
i1 a conciliatory tone to tie Government of
Maritoba to remedy the srieviances which |
their legislation has promioted. For my part, !
Sir, I think that in the whoie of these pro-!
ceedings the Government have shown a
sad want of discretion. If they ha:d actel
in a diiferent spirif, if they hacd taken any
action, the first thing thex should have
done in my estimation was to have appealed
to the Government of Manitoba te redress
the evil whieh their own lecisiation had
created. But at a later periodi 1 shall have
to sleal with this question. I shall not deal
with it to-day at length, because after hav-!
inr heard to-day the hon. memmbor for EastE
Simeoe (Mr. Bennett) and the hon. meinber!
tor Chuicoutimi (Mr. Belley) I ask myself,
what is the meaning of that Order in Coun-
c¢il which is termed a decision ? 1 followel
very carefully the langunage of the hon.
centlemen who moved and secounded the
Address, and I found it to furnish a repeti-
tion of what has been takingz plac. of late
in the Dominion. The order has one mean-:
ing in one section and another meaning i
i ansther section ; the order has one meun-;
ing in Catholic constituencies, the orde:r has
another meaning in Protestant constituencies.
In Vercheres and Antigonish it was a pledge
to the people that the Government had de-
termined upon interference; in the Pro-!
testant constituency of Haldimand the order’
was simply the first and last of the action
to be taken by the Government. and the
Government had thereby exhausted their
intention. T took a note of the words of the
hon. member for East Simcoe (Mr. Bennett)
as they fell from his lips, and thes2 are the'
very words he made use of—if I am wron<
he can correct me. The hon. gentleman
said : “ All that has been done is handing
over this case to the legislature of Manti-
toba, there to be amicably arranged.” 1
took & not‘e also of the words which werce
spoken by the hon. member for Chicoutimi
(Mr. Belley), and they were words of thanks,
of faith and of exultation because the Gov-
ernment had determined to render justice
to the Catholic minority of Manitoba. Which
is correct of these two interpretations ? If
the interpretation placed upon the language
of the hon. member for Chicoutimi is the
right one. does it mean interference actively
by legislation ? Or does it mean, as the hon.
member for East Simcoe said. simply the
handing over of the case to the legisiature of
Manitoba, there to be dealt with and ami-
cably arranged ? I may be pardoned if I
refer for a moment to my own personality.
I read the Conservative papers, and paper
after paper has done me the honour of call-
ing on me to advise the advisers of His
Excellency. I confess I am .ambitious of

Mr. LAURIER.

s st e

‘of his friends.

of His Excellency. One of the papers said
that if Mr. Laurier refused to advise the ad-
visers of His Excelleney it was through
wickedness ; another paper said it was
through cowardice : amdl another it was
through incapacity. 1 acknowledge at once

that it would be very presumptuous
incapacity for me to rush in where
these angles fear to tread. But I
have only this to say. and to repeat.

that I have no desire to create political capi-
tal out of this question, I have no desire to
<o into power through it, if the Government
solve it, as they should ; but I am not ready
to offer advice to the advisers of His Ex-
celleney. I shall wait until they bring in
their measure. Sir, the Government never
consulted me or my predecessor when they
brought down the Gerrymander Act of 1882 ;
they never consulted me or my predecessor
when theyx brought in their Franchise Act
of 1885 ; they never consulted ine when they
brought in the Gerrymander Aect of 1892,
and I spurn the idea of their calling on me
to advise them as to what they should do
in this instance. Let them act, and we
will judge them according to their aection.
Before coneluding I have a more congenial
task to perform. 1 shall do myself the
pleastre of extending to the hon. Fin-
nee Minister m)y sincere congratulations
on the promotion that he has receiv-
ed to the seat which he now occupies.
I must say I offer the hon. gentleman my
own ceongratulations, and I believe I can
speak for the party also in offering him the
congratulations of the Liberal party. From
the day that the hon. gentleman entered the
House his advance has been constant
and steady, and as he was elevated from
post to post, it is not the language of flattery
but the language of sincere truth to say
that he always was equal to the expectations
He now has been promoted
to a seat which has been illustrated—-I shalil
speak only of his own party at the present
moment—by men of great ability. ‘From the
very bottom of my heart I wish that he may
discharge the dutjes appertaining to that
seat with as much credit to himself as his
predecessors did to themselves, and if I may
be permitted to add also, with more benefit
to the country. though of this I have but
faint hope and no faith whatever.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I cannot <o
other than. at the very outset of the few
remarks that I shall have to make, to
thank the hon. gentleman for the very grace-
ful, and what is still better, the evidently
hearty way in which he was pleased to give
me his own congratulations and those of his
party. I augur from that more pleasure
during the time that I may occupy this seat
than if I had undertaken the position nwnder
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different auspices as regards the sentiments
represented by hon. gentlemen opposite.
It shall be my endeavour, although taking
a seat which as he has said has been made
illustrious by great men of both parties. to
de the best I can to so perferm my duties
that 1 may retain the confidence of my own
party, and I should fzin hope also the con-
fidence of the hon. gentlemen opposite
led by the hon. gentleman (Mr. Laurier)
who has so kindly extended his congratu-
lations. My hon. friend paid a complimment
which was not undeserved to the two gentle-
men who moved and seconded the Address.
It is true that in the case of neither of these
gentlemen was his address a maiden one.

House and we know their ready expres-
sion, and although we were pleased to-day
with the manner in which they addressed
themselves to their task it was nothing

more than our previous experience led us|

to expect from them. My hon. friend. how-
ever. although complimenting them in gen-
eral had to find some fault. What is
the Oppesition for, if not to find fauli, and
what would become of the leader of an
Opposition. if he did not ply his trade ?
After complimenting my hon. friends, the
hon.” gentleman came down te the real
business of the hour, namely. to criticise.
He found fault with these hon. gentlemen
in the first place because as the Speech from
the Throne did not give any reasons for the
late calling of the session, neither of them
deigned to enlighten the House on that ques-
tion. I do mnot know the motives which
were in the minds of the two gentlemen
who respectively moved and seconded the
Address. but I have a shrewd suspicion that
if the right reason were known. they pro-
bably did not take my hon. friend opposite
into their confidence, because they would
spoil, as the sequel proves, the delight of
the. pleasant five minutes that my hon.
friend spent in giving imaginary reasons
why the House was not called at an earlier
period. The late calling of Parliament has
been on several occasions the cause of com-
plaint by my hon. friend, complaint couched
in his usually pleasing and not at ail bitter
language. I do not think, however, that the
charge is & very grave one. He instituted
a comparison between the constitutional
methods of the United States and this coun-
try and he proved to his own satisfaction
and the satisfaction of the whole House
that, constitutionally speaking, he had no
.quarrel with the Government as regards
the time that they called the House to-
gether. Constitutionally, it is perfectly
within our right to use, as he says, our dis-
cretion in this matter. The hon. gentleman
may quarrel with our diseretion. but on
constitutional grounds he certainly has no-
thing to say against it. Well, Sir I am
willing to be quite frank with my- hon.
- friend and to give him the reasons why the
House was not sooner called. He may con-

23

sider them insufficient reasons, but they are
the real reasens and the only reasons why
we meet on the 1S8th Apul rather than
sooner. These reasons are three in number.
In the first place there was the lamentable
death of our chief, Sir John Thompson,
whichk on account of the long and sad period
which intervened between the time of his
death and his Dburial, disorganized the
Governmment, not only as to its headship and
its membership, but as to irs work as well
After that there was the guestion., which
has been spoken of by hon. gentlemen on
both sides of the House, admittedly an im-
portant question, one which had passed

, through all the phases of the courts, one
We have heard their voices before in this)

which had reached that stage, where it was
to be discussed and action to be taken.

before the Canadian Privy Couneil. It is
a question the judgment upon which in-
volved certain action on the part of the
Gevernment to perform, which it intend-
ed te perform and which it has per-
formed. It was only on the 29th of January
that that judgment was given by the Judi-
cial Committee of the Lords; it was not
until the second of February that the Im-
perial Order in Council was signed and it
was not until the 19th of February that
the order was transmitted from Lon-
don to Canada. It came here in due
course of mail, and seven days afterwards,
counsel appeared in prosecution of their
appeal before the Commitiee of the Privy
Council in Ottawa. At the request of the
counsel of the majority in Manitoba, the
hearing was postponed, and was disposed
of on-the Sth, 6th and Tth days of March.
The discussion and consideration of these
pleas and the formulation of the decision,

and of the order, took no more time than
should be decently given to it, and which
should characterize a question of so great
gravity and importance : and on the 19th
day of March, the final Order in Council of
the Government was passed, and a decision
was come to within twenty-four hours
thereafter to call the House together, and
the House was called. Now. Sir, I say
that there existed a very good reason \vhv
this matter should be dmposed of before the
hurly-burly and excitement and business of
the session which brings together 213 gen-
tlemen from every part of the country to dis-
charge their legislative duties. There was
another important reason. We had been in
correspondence with the government of New-
foundland in reference te a conference with
regard to the vnion of that ancient colony
with the Dominion of Canada. Matters
were gradually ripening towards a confer-

ence and a decision was come to to have

that conference, and it was called, in
order to have its discussion ended if pos-
sible before Parliament met. Those are
plain reasonable reasons why it was
better these matters should be got out of
the way, and made ready as far as they
possibly could be made ready for the House,
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before the session opened. My hon. friend 5 country, and in this Dominion, the clectorate
the leader of the Opposition also complains | might reasonably expect that the hon. gentle-
of the bill of fare, and he says that it i3 man woeud advise his constituents, his party
very slim. Well then. the members of the and the electorate of this country aste what
House will be kept less time away from  are his views on a great public guestion. We

their ordinary business, and to that extent; will allow the hen. gentleman for many

the gravity of the hon. gentleman’s come

plaint is moditied. It is not the invariable
practice of the Opposition to
in any exmaordinarily  generous manner
the Dusiness of the House. if it is
to  their party and political interests
to Reep it in session. It i net a
fact that the House has been invariably
called together in the eariy months of the
year. A look at the dates from 1867 down
will show that the moenths of Mareh and
April play ne inconsiderable part in the
dates on which a DParliament has been
called : but I do know of instances in which
Parliament has been called togefher much
earlier than this. and yet has sat on into the

hot days of July and August before the;

members were perinitted to return home to
attend to their private business. Therefore,
if we are here at this date. we are here
under the reasons of which I have spekeu,
amwd not on account of the fanciful reasons
of my hon. friend (dMr. Laurier) that we
could have no mind of our own. and that
we were balkmeing as between the better
nrospects of going to tlhie country without a
session or having & session without first
going fto the country. My hon. friemd (Mr.
Laurier) says that it would possibly be an
unthinkable thing that the Government
should have a mind of its own. and he attri-
butes the lateness of the session to the insta-
bility of the Government in making up its
mind. Well, I may say to my hon. friend that
it it were unfortunately true that we had no
minds of our own and could net make up

our minds, we should find ourselves in very:

. good company. for I have a suspicion that
my hon. friend (Mr. Laurier) has put him-
self in that eategory very often within the
last few years. And I am not sure, that
from anything he has said yet on the im-
portant question, upon which he last di-

lated. he has had during the last three or;
If he has:

four years. any mind of his own.

he has taken precious good care to let no:

‘person else know what that mind may be.
Ay hon. friend was very crafty in getting
out of the necessity of having, as the leader
of his party, a mind of his ewn and ex-
pressing it, by saying that it was an un-
heard of thing that he should be asked to
advise the advisers of His Excellency.
Well, we do not wish him to do
thats. For many long years he has not done

it except across the floor. Eor many lens| pot very

yveurs to come, we hope, he will not be in

the coveted position of advising His Excel-

leney upon the current affairs of the coun-
try. As to that we may have differvent
views, according te the side of the Homse

upon which sit ; but there is one thing ser-
- {am, that in every constitutionally geverned |

Mr. FOSTER.

facilitate !

cyears to come to do without advising the
cadvisers of His Exeellency : but we do ask
him te make up his mind upon this and
sundry other questionsand advise the people
of Canada just where he stands, and whe o
his party stands.  Nir, the hon. gentivman
spoke of the trade issue ; he rang the changes
upen the inigquity of protection @ he  de
clared that it was the root of all evil : he
said that it destreyed the farmiing interests
of this country particularly. But when the
hon. gentleman came down from these ide-
finite maledictions, and began to talk about
what the remedy should be, how delightiuily
indefinite he became. 1 appeal to genile-
men on this side of the House. I appeat 1o
gentlemen on that side of the House, I ap-
peal to * Hansard * and the readers of * Han-
sard,” if they ean make out from the few
sentences with which he finished his tirade
against protection, as to his panacea for
the ills of the country, if they could take
' the preseniption which he gave o any poii-
ticad druggist and have it mad> o in a
foroa in which it could he given 19 tho bady
politic. My hen. friend. instewd of vlunging
i all at once into the heavy palitical questions
i of the day, which he said the mover and the
. seconder of the Address had sligbted. iu-
dulged in a gowd deal of pessidage with re-
?fm'ence to the position of the advisers of
{ His Excellency and the amusine incidents
which he assured us are taking place and
have from time to time been wking place
in the Council chamber and selsewhere, e
‘made alinsion te wars and fighting that were

 @oing on between two factions in the Cabi-
net. I can assure my hen. friend that
i though he imagines there have been wars.
iand that there are two factions, and that
i there has beeu fighting, so far as I am con-
rcerned. I have escaped without a scar or &
i serateh—-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Iear. hear.

Mr. FOSTER. And, looking around on the
thealthy and serene faces of my col-
; leagues, I think they eam say the same for
i themselves. My hon. friend has one fault:
 he is too imaginative. I have no doubt that
in certain adverse political situnations. when
;o great satisfaction can be derived from

actualities, it is a great help to my hon.

3

| the
{ friend to have a strong imagination amd to
- be able to soar away from the sordid and
| pleasant realities into the regions
; of airy fancy where he may disport himself
;at his pleasure. I remember that the hon.
; gentleman lately engaged in such a flight in
(the city of Toronto, where, happenine to
iread & paper in the afternoon and making a
i speech in the evening, and bhaving seen In
j the paper that my humble self had been
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interviewed and had made a very positive|
statement in regard to the coming elections,
ke thought it worth while o take up fifteen
minutes in his speech before a grear au-
dience to point out how the Minister of
Finanee had made c¢ertain statements whieh
he should not have made, and if he had made
them how diametrically opposed they were
to the facts of the case and to the statements:
made by other Ministers. Sir the razi as!
regards that was that I had never seen the |
reporter to my knowledge, and I was cer
tainly not interviewed.

Mr. LAURIER. I apologize to the hom.
sentleman certainly, and 1 beg to assure him
that I will never believe another report that
appears in a Conservative paper.

Some hon. MEMBERSK., Hear, hearn

Mr. FORTER. After the hon. gentlewmeit |
on the other side of the House get through!
with the satisfaction which this illusion |
has given them. I think it will be my duty |
to prick that bubble as well, and to say that!
unforcunately for that version of the Qase, |

the interview did not appear in a Couserva-:

tive paper. !
Sir RICIHHARD

Daper was it
Mr. FOSTER. If I wait a little while, 1!

4

CARTWRIGLH'L,

What

am sure I shall get from hon. gentlemen |
that same delightful consisteney and con-|
currence of opinion as to the paper that
characterizes their utterances on other parts
of their policy. The hon. gentleman then
spoke of the elections which have taken
piace on the 1Tth day ¢f April, and endea-
veured to draw a good deal of comfort for!
himself and bhis party from the result of:

those elections. Amongst other things he:
claimed a victory in the city of Quebec in
the election of Mr. Dobell ; and, to prove
that a vietory for his party ard his policy. .
he read the prinecipal pianks in the platform
placed before the electors by Mr. Dobell, in!
which platform the bon. gentleman reagq
word for word, article tor article, what has.
been in the main the palitical creed and!
fsith of - the Liberal-Conservaiive party for:
the last thirteen or fourteen years, The
hon. gentleman says that Mr. Dobell is in;
favour of an increase of foreign trade. So
is the Liberal-Conservative party. and so it
has been ; but in every endeavour the Lib-
eral-Conservative party has made to increase :
our foreign trade, by great lines of railway i
to open up and develop the resources of the
country, without which our produets could
not be sent to foreign countries—in every
effort which this party has made to sub-
sidize great lines of steamers to make guick
and regular communications with the great!
trading couniries of the world—my hon.:

S

friend and his adherents have opposed us:
tooth and nail upon the floor of this House ;!
and yet, forsooth, he claims Mr. Debell as:
a supporter of his policy, because Mr. Dobell i
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‘and  the
{' Well, Sir. he says that Mr. Dobell proved
his sympathy with the party of gentlemon

C diserimination amounting

| its trade with Canada.

Cit exists in Great Brimin

very wisely is in favour of sn increase of

‘ foreign trade, which foreign trade has been

continunally increasing under Liberal-Conser-

vative rule, which foreign trade under the

regitte of the hon. gentlemen who had power

in this country from 1871 to 188 decreased
from $200.000.000 odd down to about §i54,-
000000, and has increased from that small

st {250.000000 under Conservative rule.
We are quite satisfied with Mx. Dobell, and
we shall be quite satisfied with any gentle-
man who comes to this House as a repre-
sentative who has for one article of his
faith a dQesire to increase the foreign trade
of Canada, for the foreign trade of Canada
can only be inereased by the development
and the increase of the internal resources
internal wade of this country.

opposite by saying that he was in favour
of reciprocity with the Urited States on a
fair and equal basis. These are almeost
the very wevds that have been in the plat-
form of the Liberal-Conservative party for

( these many years.  But Mr. Dobell did not

say that he was in favour of Unrestricted
Reciprocity with the United States. He
aid not say that he was willing to pull
down the tariff wall between ourselves and
one country at the expense of putting a
to  prohibition
against every other country in the world in
And although Mr.
Dobell did say that he was in favour of

' lowering the tariff rate, in so far as it could
- possibly be done, consistent with the best

interests of the country, we do not see in

| that expression of his. nor caa it be found

there, proof that he favours free trade as
Well, Sir, my

 hon. friend was rather mild, and. for him,
i somewhat tame in his eriticisma up to this
| point.

But he braced himself for the ocea-
sion, and he regained his old vigour when,
by some good fortune. he happened to

light upon the idea conveyed by the word

depression.  In one moment the exultant
spivit of the war-horse returned, and he
Iaid about vigorously to show inte what
a terrible state of affairs Canada had been
plunged. He sought to show that this was
a most serious time in the history of Can-
ada ; that we were burdened on the one

! hand with & national debt which was erush-

ing the life out of us, and omn the eother
hand by the taxation which must be im-
posed to meet the expenses of the country.

- And he ended up with the statoment that

it was this protective tariff and this pro-
tective principle which was the root of all
the evil, which was despoiling the country,
and which had brought it to this crisis
But, curiously enough, he went on directly

' afterwards to say that it was impossible

to avoid periods of depression. But he
stated, and wrongly stated, if he will allow
me to say so, the belief of the Liberal-
Conservative party by whom the National



Policy was introduced.

must be that it is powerful enough to keep
off depression from a country, powerful

enough to ward off these cycles of depres-.

sion which sweep over the whole world,

no matter what fiscal system, no matter -

what system of government may be adopt-
ed. No, Sir, that is an extreme statement
which Liberal-Conservatives do not make.

But what they do state and that in which

their positiorn is impregnable according to

sound reasoning and good theory, imprez-
nable according to the experience of this.
country and other countries, is this, that,
the National Policy—Dbringing it down to;

this particular country—has moderated the
force and effect of cycles of depression,
and has kept this country steady, and has
kept it strong in the midst of four years
of commercial depression decper and more
far-reaching in its consequences, and caus-

ing a wider and deeper distress than any |

other period of depression for the last
twenty-five vears in the history of the com-
mercial nations of the world, That is

what we stand upon, that is swhat we are.

willing to be judged by as to the effects
of the National Policy.
to make a speech upon the budget; I am
not going to discuss the trade question
within the narrow
allowed me upon the Address. But when
we come to that question we shall have
ample
other countries.
my hon. friend a text which he may think

about, one upon which he may be called:
upon to say secrmething when the discus-;

sion comes on. If his policy is, as he says,

free trade as it is practised and as it exists:
in Great Britain, when he denounces the:

National Policy here, because he declares
that it does not ward off but induces de-
pression, we shall ask him, by and by for
a satisfactory explanation of his assertions
and ask him to point out why it is
that in the greatest and almost the only
free trade country, our own mother coun-
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We have not said |
that if there be any necessity for it, if there
be any argument for its.continuance it

I am not going:
limits of time that is:

time to contrast ourselves with;
Let me just now give to;
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ference to what was to take place in the
future as to the development of the North-
west, and the settlement of its fertile lands.
Now, if the hon. gentleman will read the
letter he will find that it was not a predic-
tion of a Minister, or of Sir Charles Tupper,
-but a statement drawn up in cool blood
by a departmental oflicer without political
. bias, to say the least, who, from the data
that he had in hand at that time made up
what he thought would be the line of devel-
~opment in the North-west within the next
few years. That was a statemert which a
Minister is bound to take, and is bound to
sive his adhesion to unless——

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.

i Mr. FOSTER. Wait until I get through.
| That is a statement which a Minister is
i bound to take, and is bound to give his
i confidence to unless he has the best of
i ground for believing that the departmental
i officer is biased or is mistaken in his opin-
i ions. DBut, Sir, that was a statement made
i up by a departmental officer, made up with-
iout bias, made up under circumstances
.which, at the time, he thought predicted
. the result, and I am bound to say that he
“made it up in full faith that the next few
years would realize the truth of his state-
“ment. The result was different. But there
are statements made by hon. gentlemen
' opposite that might be criticised in the
. same way, statements made by them upon
' their own respousibility. Let us examine
one of these. I remember that my hon.
friend (Mr. Laurier) in 1883, 1 think it was,
i speaking in this House in opposition to a
loan which was proposed to be given to the

Canadian Pacific Railway Company of
: $30,000,000, opposed it on the ground

that it was not a loan in reality but a
“gift. And he made this oracular prediction,
‘that he was as likely to see the waters run
‘up hill as to see one dollar of that $£30,000.-
. 000 recouped to the Dominion treasury.
‘Now, this was a statement made, not by a
; departmental officer, but made by the hon.
| gentleman himself, and testing his own
Epowers of prediction. And it failed. Hav-

try, Great Britain, there is to-day, and!ijng fallen into error himself he ought to
has been tor the last four or five years 2! pe wondrous kind in the case of an
series of depressions in agriculture hith-!error in prediction made wupon far
erto unknown in the history of that is-| petter grounds, by a political opponent.
land, and which bhave brought about a;I remember later than that, when the hon.
state of affairs which is exercising more| gentleman, the political leader of his
serious thought among the statesmen and : party, suppesed to give them the word of
economists of Great Britain than any other!faith and guidance, which they were to
question which is to-day pressing for solu-: follow with implicit obedience, looking
tion there. That is a question of practical | over the whole political field, studying the
politics which it will be incumbent upon ! whole economic problem, looking at the
my hon. friend to make very clear to thel state of agitation and the state of opinion
House and the country before he can get!in the republic to the south of us, came
either the House or the country to believe: here, and went through this country, and
that free trade as it is in England is a better | made the prediction without any ifs, or
system for Canada than that we have! buts, or qualifications, that the United
adopted. The hon. gentlemen made merry | States, the first born daughter of England,
over a prediction which had been made by . had pronounced for, and would speedily re-
Sir Charles Tupper in this House with re- | alize, free trade ; and the next daughter of

Mr. FoOSTER.
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England to fellow her example would be‘
this Dominion of Canada. Well, Sir, the
eldest daughter of England has not pro--
nounced for free trade, has not got frec
trade, but rejoices under the iniquity, as my .
hon. friend would call it, of a 40 per cent
tariff on dutiable goods. And, Sir,
of the opinion that he is just as much mis-
taken in thinking that the second daughter
of Great Britain, Canada, to wit, will not
follow in the line of the United States,
upon more moderate grouinds, and consider
it to her advantage that as long as the:
United States keeps up a high protective
tarif against Canada, Canada in self- !
defence to her manufactures. her industry,
her development and her future, must keep
up a2 moderate and reasonable protection
against imported goods.

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

After Recess.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend made
a legitimate eriticism of a statement of:
mine with reference to the finances, as:
to the expenditure of the current year com-
pared with the falling off of revenue and the
consequent deficit which he anticivates,
and rightly anticipates. But, just at this
point, I would like to disclaim the statement
of my hon. friend that the deficit would
be, in round figures, about six million
dollars. I think wmy. hon. friend has
had bad advisers in that respect.
He has buoyed himself upon the hon. mem-’
ber for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-.
wright). who in this respect, as in some
others, is not the best guide in matters party
and political which are meant for campaign
work against his opponents. It is true that’
a deficit to a Finance Minister and to a Gov-
ernment is never a welcome thing. Probably
there will result from this decipline in the
ocearrence of the year to myself and the Lib-.
eral-Conservative party, that we shall here-
after have a little more sympathy and fel-
low feeling with hon. gentlemen opposite,
and having had the casual, and, I hope, but;
temporary acquaintance with one of those
ill-natured and ill-visaged deficits, we shall;
be better able to appreciate the misery of!
hon. gentlemen opp0s1te, who seem to have!
made constant companions of them.

Mr. MILILS (Bothwell). No.

Mr. FOSTER. There is, however, a word:
more to be said. A greater authority than;
myself has stated that execution often la.gs
on promise ; and perhaps the promise that I
made, the statement that might be constru-
ed into a promise or pledge to the House and
the country, was made without sufficiently
weighing the difficult circumstances in the
case. One thing is certain, that after moneys:
have been voted and appropriations have;
been made, it is much more difficult to

' which have been commenced

‘tions of contracts or obligations,

. completion.
iordinary expenditures which occurred in the
ipast year and added to that difficulty.
i More than that : the extraordinary falling
toff in the revenue was of such a unature that

economize then, than to begin to economize
at the start, When the Estimates are being
passed and appropriations are being made,

It is also a fact that these obligations in ex-

penditure accumulate, that one year never

:sees the completion of the works begun in
I am

that year, and that any one year ithat may

-be taken shows obhf'aLtIOIm in the shape of
~contracts which have been begun and must

be finished, in the shape of preparations
and which
must be carried out, if loss is not to accrue.
So the Government found these accumula-
and it be-
comes very difficult indeed to forego their
There were also some extra-

it was quite impossible for the Government
‘to have made the expenditure tally with the

income, which went so rapidly downward
during the last six months of the fiscal year.

. There is, however, a difference that I should
:like the House to note in the position at

present and that of the regime from 1874 to
187S8. It is a fact that the deficits which

‘took place from 1874 to 1878 were deficits
‘accompanied by the laying on of taxation
;upon the people and were not in any sense

deficits which were contributed to by taking
off taxation that had formerly been placed
upon the people. But with respect to the
events of the last three years, and with re-
spect to the deficit of last year, and the de-
ficit of the present year, this must be un-
derstood, that that deficit would not have
occurred, even in part, if the same rate of
taxation which existed in 1890 had been
kept on through 1891, 1892, 1893 and 1804,
Sir, if the sugar taxation alone had been kept
at its old figures for these years, we would

., not only have had the deficit, but we should

have had a clear record as between expendi-
ture and ineome, and have paid off from six
to eight millions of the public debt. So, if

. a deficit has occurred last year and this year,

out of the people’s pockets it has not come,

- but along with the people’s savings. It
has come with the people’s savings in

two ways: savings from taxations which
was removed, the raw sugar taxation which
was a direct tax, and savings from decreas-
ed purchases owing to economy practised,

§which always occurs in times of trade diffi-
iculty and depression.

That marks a dis-
tinct difference between the deficits which
have occuarred in the past year, and will
occur in the present year, and those whiclh
marked the regime of hon. gentlemen oppo-
site.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Hear, hear.
there no shrinkage then ?

Mr. FOSTER. Certainly. Was there any
taxation laid on then ? The hon. gentleman -
should say, “ Hear, hear,” again. What I
stated is perfectly true, that the deficit is

Was
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due to two causes, the rzmoval of taxation,
and that is in greater part, and the reduced
purchases owing to economy practised by
people in general. Let us hope, and I think
1 can confidently express this hope, that we
have seen the last of our deficits, and that,
having cleared off the residue of accumula-

tions for past vears, of contracts entered,
into. we shall, during the next year not only ,

make. which 1 trust we shall do without
fail. an equilibrium between revenue and

expenditure, but we shall get back to our!
normal and our proper position, where we':

shall have met all expenditure and have a
little sum to the good as well. The hon.
leader of the Opposition made some remarks
with respect to the French treaty, which

calls for an explanation on my part, an ex-!
planation which was not given in the Speech |

from the Throne, but which is pertinent and
proper to be given at this stage. My hon.

friend was right in saying, that, so far as.

the French Chambers were concerned, they
had passed the Treaty Act, and that, so far

as Canada was concerned. that legislation:

was consummated. Ratifications, however,
have not yet been exchanged, and the pro-
clamation of the Governor General in Coun-
cil calling the Act into force cannot be
issued here until the ratifications have been
exchanged. The satisfactory assurances
that are spoken of have reference to this
fact, that during the progress of the confer-
ence with the delegates of the colonial Gov-
ernments., which took place last year. our
Australasian and Cape friends criticised the
treaty which was entered info with France on
this ground, that they believed. and they ex-
pressed that belief that it would be found to
be the fact that it would prevent the making
of treaty arrangements befween those col-
onies and Canada in which wines, the native

products of the Cape and of some of the]
Australasian colonies, might be a factor in:

the interchange of products on the basis of
better trade relations, their contention being

that France would require. that if better,

terms on these articles were given to the
colonies than were stated in the Freuch
"~ treaty. under the third powers clause or
phrase, she would be entitled te ask that the
same treatment be given to her. That con-
tention was so strongly made that the Min-
ister of Trade and Commerce thought it his
- duty to formally communicate with the Col-
onial Office. That was done, and assurances
received that the third powers did not in-
" ¢lude the colonies, and that the treaty, if
passed, would not militate against any ar-
rangeiient that it might be thought well to
make between the colonies and Canada.
 even if it involved a lower rate of duty for
the articles which were mentioned in the
- Frenech treaty. That is the explanation in re-
gard to that matter. in part. There is. how-
ever. another explanation. Great Britain has
most-favoured-nation clause treaties with
gsome powers, and she is also anxious that
her other colonies should have as good treat-

“Mr. Foster.

;ment as is given to France in this respect,
:as to any other foreign power with which
" Canada makes a treaty. With respect to
i the most-favoured nations and the treaties
' with them. it is absolutely necessary,
.under the treaties, in which Canada is
. included, that their articles which are of
the same nature as those mentioned in the
French treaty should receive the most-fav-
‘oured-nation treatment. The Canadian Act
"of Parliament in which the tariff is em-
braced does not make provision for that, and
the fact of the existence of the treaty does
‘not override the tariff law of the country.
So that Great Britain wishes that, before
i ratifications are exchanged and the treaty
i proclaimed. the actual law shall make that
point clear as regards the most-favoured
nations and the colonies. That is the
legislation which is hinted at in the
iSpeech and which will be brought be-
fore the House for its consideration. My
lhon. friend was good eénough to say in his
seriticism of the French Treaty that the meim-
bers of the Government had been brought to
their knees in this matter by Sir Charles
Tupper, our High Commissioner. If the hon.
gentleman had not had 2 lapse of memory
he might have recollected that others be-
sides the fiovernment—if that be true—hail
been brought to their lI'ees by this same
French treaty ; for, if 1 remember aright,
my hon. friend very vigorously opposed the
treaty. I am not sure that he did not vote
twice against the treaty, but by and by,
for sentimental reasens—and he is the hou.
gentleman who has repeatedly declared that
there is no sentiment in trade—for sentimen-
tal reasons he swallowed the treaty and
came to his knees with the rest of us. I
was very glad to hear my hon. friend’s
siatement of friendship with regari to the
tcolony of Newfoundland. I think he echoed
what are the feelings of Canada as a whole;
that if treaty terms can be fairly, honour-
ably and amicably arranged, without coer-
i cion either of circumstances or of power,
and with all proper provisions, it would be
an excellent and much to be desired con-
summation, if Newfoundland be added to
the confederation, and thus, that all the
British possessions on this part of the North
American continent should be brought inte
one united and harmonious whole. It was
with this view and with this desire that the
Canadian Government were happy to re-
spond to the proposition which was made by
the Government of Newfoundland that dele-
gates should meet and discuss the matter.
They have met and they have discussed the
situation in a thorough and exhaustive and
friendly way, and although negotiations are
not as yet concluded, it will be, as the Speech
from the Throne says, a matter of congra-
tulation on all sides if this union can be
consummated with fairness and with f{riend-
ship between all. My hon. friend, however,
made the proviso, that he should like to see
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!
the French shore question settled before the; had been guilty of indiscretion all the way
colony came into Canada, if it so happens! through. Now that is one of those broad
that the colony be united with us. The hon. 5 statements that I do not think can be sus-
gentleman thought that that question should | tained, and I shall present two or three con-
be settled with Great Britain and France.!siderations to the House to show why it
There is a treaty, there is the plain wording ' cannot be sustained. My hon. friend says
of the treaty, there are the rights which:the Government has shown a lamentable
France claims under the treaty, there areilack of discretion all through this matter.
the rights which so far as the English cou-:In what respect, let me ask him ? Manitoba,

tention is concerned, she sometimes exercises '

but which are claimed not to¢ be within the

four corners of the treaty, and on these mat-!
ters long negotiations and repeated negotia- |

tions have been going on and they have
assumed—I1 think I may say without viclat-
ing any confidence, because the blue-books

have been already published—they have as-:
sumed a position at the present time, where

we may fairly say, that with agreement

between the Newfoundland Government ang :
the Home Government, legislation is likely:
to be passed at the coming session of the!
Newfeundland legislature which will settle!
that question agreeably to the government

of Newfoundland and to the government of

cepted by France.

the remedial order and the Manitoba school
question. My hon. friend (Mr.

the Ministers, some of them at least, had
been making very decided utteraneces in dif-

ferent parts of the country, and that they
Evidendy .
that eriticism does not apply to my hon.:

had been talking a great deal.

friend for he has been making no very de-

cided utterances about this question and.
he has not been talking much about it. In’
faet, it is a matter which is somewhst sig--

nificant and somewhat unusual, that in a
series of election contests undertaken
different parts of the country, in constitu-

encies of different temperaments and differ-

ent complexions, after she passage of the
remedial order and after the Government’s

decision, it is remarkable I say, that four.

contests should take place and that in two
of the constituencies the leader.of a great

fas
&

party did not put candidates in the f{ielq.:

My hon. friend says that he looked upon it as
a family quarrel down in Haldimanad.
family quarrel in Haldimand !
Liberal-Conservatives alone,

of the Liberal party for many and many a

year, and the hon. gentleman has allowed:
the Liberal-Conservatives te go Into his own -
home, his own castle, and without a word !
from him to settle a family quarre! between'
I am afraid that that excuse is’
not sufficiently strong £o base my hon.friend’s ;
conduct upon before the electors of this coun-

themselves !

try. I would not go further in reference to
this question were - it not that the hon.
gentleman had stated that the Government

. vires or not.
Great Britain on a basis which will be ac-;
So much with reference
to that question. I desire to say a word,:
and but a word with reference to the last'
allusion but one, of my hon. friend. and.
that was his reference to what is known as

] Laurier)
touched that very gingerly. He stated that:

'

A

I4eft to the;
in a county!
which has been the closed home, the castle

. a province having exclusive rights limited
. by certain restrictions under the constitution,
having dealt with a certain matter relating
; to education, passed a law and the law came
: for revision, as provincial laws do come, to
i the Minister of Justice for the Dominion of
{Canada. - The Dominion took the ground,
well established—does my hon. friend con-
trovert that ground or will his party con-
‘trovert that ground—the Dominion Govern-
ment took the ground that that Act passed
on such a question with such powers behind
it ought not to be disallowed, that it ought
to be left to its fulfilment and the courts
would very soon say whether it was ultra
The Dominion Government,
therefore, did not disallow the Act. Does my
hon. friend count that as one of the indis-
cretions ? I do not think he will say so.
Well, Sir, after that legislation had gone
before the tribunals. and the first decision
of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Coun-
c¢il was given with reference to the Barrett
case, our friends in the minority in the pro-
vince of Manitoba having loyally accepted
" the decision of the Government not to dis-
‘allow, having then had recourse to the
courts, .as they were tokl theyv had,
and as they Kknew they had. having
fought out that matter in the courts,
cand had a certain decision which satisfied
them, at least as to the law on one point,
they have availed themselves of—what ? Of
the constitution of this country—of their
own constitutional act, as every minority
has a right to do. They availed themseives
of its express provisions in their petition
to the Dominion Government. Now, Sir,
that was perfectly right. The action of
tlie Government upon that was simply this :
it is better to be sure than sorry :—is this
a matter which comes under the right of ap-
peal—under that provision of the Manitoba
Act or the British North America Act? It
was best that that should be decided by the .
courts under a law which was introduced by
the leader of the party opposite, the pre-
decessor of my hon. friend, and acquiesced
in on both sides of the House. Under that
they proceeded, and under that the Govern-
ment of this country made them this
auvswer : We will defer the hearing of the
appeal until every difficulty is settled
and the clear legal answer is given, the
clear legal ground is shown. Was that in
the opinion of my hon. friend an act of
indiscretion ? 'The minority in Manitoba
‘loyally accepted that; they took their
| case to the Privy Council ; they argued it
! there, and they got their decision. That

1
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decision having been given, the case was
clear. The Government of this cauutry
knew then, if they acted, exactly upon what
ground they were acting. Suppose they had
acted in the first instance and allowed the
appeal, and the case had then gone before
the courts and it had been proved that the
appeal did not lie in that case. Would that
have been a discreet act? Would that
have been a wise act ?

But after the whole |

ground was cleared, after the decision was!

given, then the Government heard the
appeal. Will my hon. friend count that as
an act of indiscretion ? 1If he does, I think
- the reasonable people of this country will
say that that was the only step for the
Govervuwient to have taken--that as it was
best for it to know exactly its powers in
this case before it sought to carry them out.
So it was necessary when these powers
were made Kknown to give the minority
their constitutional right to appeal. After
that the appeal was heard in due
course, and the decision given; and the
only criticism my hon. friend has to make
upon the decision is that it was dictatorial
and not conciliatory. He pointed out that
the order had two sides to it. He is wrong :
the order is simply the order. It has two
sides to it if two people from different
standpoints read it and come to different
conclusions. It has two sides to it in my
hon. friend’'s own camp. What does * La

Patrie ™ say about it —that it is peremp-
tory and dictatorial ®  On the contrary,

that it is nerveless and no order at all
What does ' L’Electeur” say about it 7—
that it is dictatorial and peremptory ? Not
at all. That it is simply the act of a sheriff
passing on an execution or something to
that effect. What does the hon. member
for L’Islet (Mr. Tarte) say about it ?—that
it is dictatorial or peremptory ? Neo. That
the Government simply get down on their
knees and make a prayer to Manitoba—
why do they not order Manitoba to do so and
so ? So there are two sides to it amongst
my hon. friend’s own people. There were
not two sides to it in Vercheres, where the
-candidate of my hon. friend went ahead of
his leader and made a clear stat ement where
be stood, and implied a rebuke, and I.think
- a well merited rebuke, upon his leader, who
in these important contests and on tlns im-
portant question had no word of advice,
no suggestion to guide the conduct of his
followers who were looking to him for
guidance. In one thing I do agree with
- my hon. friend, that I hope this question
will be settled as far away from the heat
and bitterness of sectarian and party strife
as possible ; and to that end I deprecate ex-
“tended discussmns on that question at the

- present time. On that account I deplore the

- detion of a member of the Manitoba Govern-
ment of the province of Ontario within the
last ten days. What was the case ? What
is the case to-day ? That subject is re-
mitted to the legislature of Manitoba. C(all

“ Mr. FOSTER.

it dictatorial, call it nerveless, look upon it
as you please, it is simply this : a decision
of the law ; and if there is a request im-
plied, it is a request implied by courtesy
to the fuller powers which Manitoba has,
as compared with this Parliament, to settle
the question. The difficulty arcse in Mani-
toba legislation; the difficulty, if it is to
be cured completely, can only be cured com-
pletely by Manitoba itself, on account of
the peculiar and far-reaching powers which
Manitoba has in that respect. There it
goes ; it is there to-day ; and when it went
there it was considered a grave and serious
matter—so grave and serious that outside
of all defiant expressions that had formerly
been used, the Government and the legis-
lature which had the responsibility did a
wise and proper thing, in my view, in

taking time to comsider the question. In
their calm and cool moments thev are
to deliberate upon it, and cowe to
their conclusion; and by and by they

are to formulate their decision. And yet,
Sir, we find the Attorney Geueral oi that
province—one of -the Cabinet who is to
take this subject into consideration and
look over the legal points and pecuiii: oir-
cumstances of the case, and come ty & con-
clusion invelving the peace and prosperity
not only of that province, but of other parts
of this Dominion—we find that gentleman
instead- of giving it that calm and uol -
sideration, hieing himself down to Haldi-
mand, going upon the stump, and saving
that the Dominion Government hbas no ob-
ject in view except to buy votes, and hurl-
ing his defiance {from every platforin in tuat
county. Now, Sir, I think that as political
conduct deserves condemnation, and I have
no hesitation in saying that I do a0t knov
of a single instance in which political in-
decency has gone further towards ouirage
than the instance I have just detaiied to
you. That, Sir, is not the position which
my hon. friend takes to-day, and is not ithe
position which any statesman ougit to
take. Until the 9th of May, when the -

-cision of the Manitoba Government way

be come to and the legislature will be con-
vened to hear it, let Manitoba think over
that matter with as little passion &rd as
far from strife and bitterness as possible ;
let her come to her conclusions apart from
the heat of fiery and intiainmatory declama-
tion; and until that day comes and those
conclusxons are formulated I am bound to
maintain, as 1 certainly hope, that she
will do” her own work as she best
can do it, and that she will find a way
for making smooth these waters which are
now rough and troubled. Now, Sir, I have but
one word more to say, and I commence
that by thanking my hon. friend for his
allusions to our late lamented leader, Sir
John Thompson. So hearty and so eloguent
a tribute as he paid to Sir John Thompson’s
memory shows us, and shows us in a most

‘pleasing manner, that whatever may be
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the bitterness of party and political life,

whatever may the strifes between different
camps and on different sides of political
questions, there is yet deep in the heart of
Canadians this feeling that ever and anon
there arise amongst us on one side or the
other men who do not belong entirely to
any party but who belong emphatically to
their country, whom all are proud to know
as Canadian citizens, and to whose worth
and merits all are glad to pay tribute. And
~after that eloquent tribute which the hon.
gentleman has paid to the memory of Sir
John Thompson, what can words of mine
avail. What can any words avail in the
face of that splendid exhibition or senti-
ment which commenced at Windsor and
flashed itself out along the chords of sym-
pathy, under sea and over land, until in the
remotest parts of the world wherever Brit-
ish institutions are established and the Brit-
ish flag waves, there vibrated the plaintive
lament for a great man who had lived and,
alas, was now dead ; a man distinguished
above others in the greatest of th= posses-
sions of Great Britain, a man honoured
above others in the Empire itself, a man

whose life contributed great and invaluable!
facters to the public spirit, the develop-:

ment and the future greatness of both ?
What words can avail in the face of that

tender solicitude and that unfeigned sor-! .
;Canada, or to give us an opportunity of

row of Her Most Gracious Majesty herself,

and of that significant pomp and urcum—?
stance which followed him from the scene | the hon. gentieman had made good his claim
of his tragic and sudden death, accompanied | 'to the title of a skillful financier by the

him across the sea panoplied

under the highest honours that his Sover-
eign could bestow, his life went out like the
noon-day sun—shining one instant bright
and gloricus in mid-heavens ; in the next,
hidden for ever from view, with the soft
effulgence of its light flooding the horizon
far and near. ILet us hope, that seeing now

.most clearly the virtues of the man who

was 8o loved by us, and who has for ever
gone from us. we may emulate them, and
that there may never be a decade in the
history of this country when there shall not
be equally strong, equally true. and equally
grand and patriotic men as the late Right
Honourable Sir John Thompson.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If e
hon. Minister of Finance is prolific in noth-
ing else, at any rate he is very prolitic
in excuses, but I am bound to say that
on the present occasion I think he might
well have spared us, and spared him-
self, the trouble of enumerating them. Siv,
we are perfectly well aware on this side ot
the House that the hon. gentleman for ouie
was not in the slightest degree desirous of
inflicting this session upon us at this incon-
venient time. YWe are perfectiy well aware of
that and the House fully appreciates the ex-
cellent reasons which the hon. gentleman
possessed for not desiring at this particular
time to confront the assembled wisdom of

showing how thoroughly and completely

in the! . propheciss he was good enough to make to

symbols of Britain's might by sea and!: us with respect to the probable results of his

land, and never left him until, in his natlve’ fiscal policy for the current year.
blue sky and sorrow-| not pretend to say that the several excuses

cnty, the tender

Sir, I do

ing multitudes of friends bent over the| Which the hon. gentleman presented to the
grave in which his mortal remains were laid; House, or the several reasons he alleged for

to rest. We may strew our flowers, we may:

rsummoning Parliament together at this time,

drop our tears, we may Kkeep the last sad | {are not Wlthouta certain foundation in truth.

vigils with the dead, and after all is done,:
what remains ?
but in another and better sense much re-
mains. There remains to us his memory,
instinet with loving reminiscences, preg-
nant with noble impulses and ideals. For,
after all, when we think of it, the career
of Sir John Thompson was a phenomenal
career. Known and loved by his circle
of intimate friends for many years before
he was widely known to: Canada, it may
be truly said of him that he came to be
known to the larger public in 1885, and the
short span of ten years saw his rise and
his glorious and tragic death. In 1883 he
entered the Ministry. In 1886 he took first
rank as a debater and statesman in this
- House. In the few years that passed he

gained the confidence of both sides of this
House, and he went from honour to hon-
our until he became the Premier of this
country, in judicial matters attaining proud
pre-eminence and cn one of the .great-
est tribupals that the world ever saw, and
upon a mest important case—easily the peer
of any who sat with him, until, at the last,

In one sense, nothing ,%

' But this I will say, that if the hon. gentleman
has told us the truth, he has not told us thg
whole fruth as to the reasons which impeliad
the hon. gentlemen to hold this present ses-
sion. Sir, I think not only on this side of
the House but on that side, there is a
tolerably good idea of the reason why this
particular session is held. It is the fate of
hon. gentleman to be considerably better
known than trusted, and thece is not the
slightest doubt that in certain »2f the intri-
cate negotiations which have attended the
settlement of the Manitoba gquestion, certain
influential personages who knew these hon.
gentlemen, and who, I have reascn to Fnow,
had very good grounds for thcir distrust of
these hon. gentiemen, had intimste:d e them
in the most unmistakable language, had, in
fact, conveyed their mandate, or, shall I
say, their ** mandement ”’ to them, that on this
occasion they were noct gomg Lo be granted
any credit, on this occasion no pronmises
would do, on this occasion they had to hold
a session, and they had to imp!ement their
promises, or certain personages. wouid knocw
the reason why. Now, Sir, I do not object.
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c , . !
to a session ‘per se’: on the coutrary, I:
am very glad indeed that we will have an:
opportunity. before we meet the electors, of§
proving from these hon. gentlenmen's own:
mouths, of proving from; their own official:
records, how absolutely and correctly every !
statement made from this side of the House, ‘
every prediction as to the ultimate conse-'
quences of the villainous poliecy of which:
these hon. gentlemen are the exponents, have .
come to pass and are veritied to-day. But..
Sir. while T have no objection at all to a’
session in itself, 1 have the very strong-
est possible objection to the course which'
the hon. wentlemen have pursued in detiance’
of custom, in defiance of precedents, in de-:
fiance of their own repeated promises in:
summoning the Darlinment of Canada:
together at about the date when, with or--
dinarily good business management on their
part. the Parlinment of Canada ought to be |
ready to prorogue. Sir. the hon. gentleman
told us that it is not a very grave charge
at all, not a thing that is much worthy

of the consideration of an important
bhody like ourselves, if Darliament is!
summoned together nearly three months
after its proper time. To the hon. |

gentleman’s mind it is of very litile conse-;
quence whether the 200 other gentlemen:
forming the great body of this ITouse, are
put to grave and serious inconvenience by
the incompetence of himself and bis col-
leagues ; it is of very little consenuence in
the hon. gentleman’s mind whether the
whole mercantile community of Canada.
whether every business man in Canada. is
put to grave inconvenience by reasons of this
extreme delay in meeting Parliament ; it is
of very little consequence in the hon. gen-
_tleman’s nmaind, 1 suappose, whether the whole
public service of Canada is gravely disor-
ganized by reason of the extreme delay in
summoning Parliament. Now., as to the
idle pretense that there is any real difficulty.
as to the idle pretense that these gentlemen
if they were reatiy possessed of the business
capacity they ciaim. could not have met
Parliament at the proper time, let me call
the attention of the House to the way in
which the publie business was administere:d
at a time when there were genuine bhusiness
men in chirge of the Government of this
country. In the year 1875, Parliament met
on 4th day of I'ebruary ; in 1876, Parliament
met on 10th February ; in 1877, Parliament
met on the Sth of Februadry ; in 1878, Parlia-
ment met on the Tth of February. Sii.
there are four successive years. We had
important questions to deal with, we had
deficits to face, we had a world-wide depres-
slon, a far greater (iepression than exists to-
day. to contend with : but we never hesi-
‘tated to meet Parliament, we never hesitatedd
to meet the hon. ‘gentleman’s predecessors,
we never hesitated to explain clearly what
our policy was, we never hesitated to stand
or fall by the course which we, in our ccnsci-
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ences believe, and which the history of Can-
ada has since conclusively proved, was the
policy which alone Capnada could look to for
safety and salvation, if Canada is ever to
make a worthy and fitting use of the re-
sources which Providence has placed at
our disposal. The hon. gentleman is
good enough to tell us that the la-
mented death of Sir John Thompson was
a reasonable ground why Parliminent should
not be summoned together. Well, Sir, was
there any change of policy caused by the
death of Sir John Thompson ? Did
not these gentlemen tell us on all ocea-
sions that their policy Is the same as his ?
Was there any very great alteration in the
personnel of the €abinet ? Was there any
sreat alteration in the offices held Ly these
hon. gentlemen ? Not,. at any rate, so far
as I am aware of. >ir, let their own acts, &s
usiial, be the Dbest answers to their own
arguments. Nir John Thompson’s death and
the disorganization cousequent thereon, the
Minister of Finance tells us, was a greund
for delay in meeting Parliamentr. If the
sorrow which he and his colleagues, 1 do
not doubt, sincerely felt, prevente:dl then
from attending to public business, iheir sor-
row and this disorganization did uot in the
slightest degree prevent them from starting
out and carrying on an electioneering tour
from oné end of Canada to the other during
the months of January and February. and
so much of March as was not occupied in
other negotiations. Now, Sir, if thiese on.
gentlemen when they traversed Cana.da from
end to end, when the Jamaica car, and the
contents of the Jamaieca c¢ar, was daily an:d
hourly seen perambulating Ontario, when
these hon. gentiemen were stirring up the
country from one end to the other, these
hon. gentlemen. I beg to tell them, were
doing an extremely foolish act in their own
interest if tbey realiy meant to hava held
a session. In the first place, these hon, zen-
tlemen knew, and the Minister of Finance
knew best of all, that by postponinz the
session to the 19ta April, he had practically
rendered it impossible that one singile vote
for the public service could he got through
hefore the 1st of July of this year. He
knows, and I know, and you know, and all
hon. gentlemen who have any experience in
public life, know, that we can hardly hope
to see one single vote passed until the termin-
ation of this fiscal year. He knows, and [
know, and all men of experience kuaow, that
the result will be to gravely incominole and
gravely delay the public service ; and the
hon. gentléman considered all tha: a per-
fectly insignificant thing provided the tem-
porary convenience or the political advan-
tage of the Ministry were not listurbed or
interfered with. Sir, I must say for my
part—and I make the remark for the bene-
fit of hon. gentlemen opposite—that it does
iook to me to be a very curiouas piere of
strategy indeed. Why, Sir, what have these
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' shepherds of the people been doing all this
‘time ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).
sheep.

Shearing  the

. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Trying
to shear the sheep. 'They have spent the
months of January, February and a part of
Maréh, in providing opponents for their
own supporters and followers. It is
going to be a very interesting experi-
ment. You will take an interest,

an interest in it. For the first dine in
memory—and it goes back tolerably fuar on
political subjects—we are going to see what
the results upon the public mind will bhe of
having 200 gentlemen sitting here at Otiawa
voting away the people’s moaey, aund 200
other gentlemen prowling along the con-
cessions, explaining to the people iow their
money is being voted away, awl what tor.
Sir, I saw the other day, in one of the sub-
sidized organs which support the hon. gen-
tlemen, a statement that the mantle of
the late Sir John A. Macdonald had fallen
upon them. [t may be so. !f so, Mr
Speaker. it strikes me that it has covered
them all up, with much the same re-ults
which were observed, if 1 recollect aright,
when Gulliver's cloak descended on the Privy
Council of his sacred majesty, the King of
Lilliput, Mr. Speaker. I may say that we are
glad tolearn from so high a source as the
Minister of Finance, firstly, that the Cabinet
is in harmony. and next, if I understand him
aright, that he had escaped ali personal
damage. in any little collisions which
may have occurred. Let us trust that the
same may be said of all his colleagues, or
that, if any of them were called upon to
seal their devotion to their opinionus with
their blood, their wounds were all received
in front. Now, as a rule 1 object, and I think
hon, gentlemen will admit that I have not
been forward, as a general thing, to antici-
pate the discussion on the Budget in the
course of the debate on the Address ; and |
~will so far relieve the mind of the hei, Min-
ister of Finance as to tell him that 1 do not
propose on the present occasion to go into any
discussion of the trade question further than,
possibly, to offer a remark or two in-answer
to some statements of his own: But ‘hile 1
say that it is not desirable, as a1 general
rule, in the public interest, that you should
~ anticipate a discussion on the Budget in
course of ihe debate on the Address, I say
that the present occasion is thus far an ex-
‘ception, that it is in the highest degree of
importance to this Hous2 and to the coun-
try at iarge, that we should understand
exactly the present financial position.
Sir, according to my view of the case, the
situst*ion is most grave. Whatever the hon.
-~ gentleman may say, whatever the hon.
| -gentleman may think, all who have ‘studied

and: Jarge classes in the most important sec-

a good many other of our friends will take | tjons of this country have been enormously

my
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the question know weil that our present
taxation is extraordinarily onerous. We
know right well, and I shall have. perhaps.
a word or two more to say on that subject,

bow utterly, hopelessly and completely the
recent efforts of the hon. gentleman. well
meant as they may have been, and though
prolonged through several months of the
last session, failed to relieve the pres-

sure of that taxation. It is only ton -
true, and I do not hold him to
blame for it, that the income of -very

reduced within the last three or four years.
It is likewise true that the total indebted-
ness of Canada abroad, and by that I
mean, and the hon. gentleman ought to
take it into account. not merely our federal
debt, but our municipal debt, our pri-
vate debt, and our provincial debt,
the general debt of Canada, in  short,
has  enormously increased within the
past few years. Sir, the hon. gentleman
knows only too well, there is no hon. mem-
ber in this House who ought to know it
better, that over large sections of Canada,
not merely has the increase of population
fallen below that which prevails in old and
thickly peopled countries elsewhere, but it
has come to a positive and absolute stand-

‘still ; and that most of all is true of the

province he represents, and of the particu-
lar riding for which he sits in this House.
I do not wish to enlarge upon these subjects
at present ; it requires more time than I
have at my disposal, and I dare say before
the House rises there will be very full
opportunities, indeed, to point out the
bearing of these facts on the present situa-
tion, and to show how utterly and totally
fallacious is the view which the hon. gentle-
man holds out to himself and to the coun-
try that this depression can be looked upon

as one which is likely soon or easily to
pass away. Sir, as I have said; the conduct
of the Government itself makes it impos-
sible for us on the present occasion to avoid
commenting on the existing financial situa-
tion. One of two conclusxons must be arrived
at : either the Government of Canada, and
notably the Finance Minister, have been
most gravely mistaken, or they have been
most reckless in making provision against
the present deficit. The hon. gentleman
had warning after warning, time and again,
not merely from myself, but even from
members on his own side of the House ;
and it was pointed out that the position
last year in partlcular was one full of peril.

Time and time again it was pointed out,

and I see that some of the hon. gentleman s
friends are using the argument as an ex-
cuse to-day, that there is an intimate con-
nection between Canadian trade and the
trade and business of the United Stsates,
that it is almost an axiom in our
commercial economy that wherever there
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is serious financial distress in the United

there, a similar distress,
prolonged, is almost certain to follow in Can-
ada.

E
: when we find in th “Official
States, o1 a prolonged period of distress: e last copy of the ~Offic

enerally equally '

Gazette” a statement like this: Revenue
and expenditure on account of consolidated

. fund ; expenditure to the end of 31st March,

I shall not repeat the statement-:

which my hon. friend read of the profes—;

sions of the Minister of Finance. They are: 1 peg to state to the House that I believe

fresh in the memory of the House. 1 have
no doubt the House recollects quite dis-
tinetly the excellent advice which the hon.
gentleman gave to his colleagues and to
the House. Sir. there is a frightful con-
trast, I am sorry to say, between the pro-
fession and practice of that hon. gentleman.
Before the House rose last session, the hon.
gentleman knew perfectly well, it was pat-
ent on the face of the returns laid on the
Table. that a deficit of over one million
dollars was a certain and fixed fact. What
did the hon. gentleman do? Yhat did
this preacher of economy do? What did
this hon. gentleman, who thought it was the
first duty of a Government to curtail expen-
diture so as to meet the deficiency in the re-
venue, do in the way of making provision
for an ascertained deticit of a million and a
quarter ? His ftirst proceeding was to
throw away half a million of dollars. One
quarter of a million for the purpose of
conciliating the liquor interests. and an-
other quarter of a million for the purpose
of concilliating, what I may call, without
offence to the Minister of Justice, the Tup-
per interest, and a very unprofitable in-
vestment is appears to have been, accord-
ing to the last electoral returns. Then after
effecting needless loss of half a million del-
lars of revenue in the face of a deficit of
a4 million and a quarter. the hon. gentle-
man proceeded by statute to add one mil-
lion dollars a year in all to our fixed
- charges, in the shape of an Atlantic sub-
sidy of $750,000, and of subsidies to railways
involving a total expenditure of four or five
millions more. Finally, and by way, I sup-
pose, of an appropriate finish and wind up,
the hon. gentleman, this advocate of econo-
my, brought down further Supplementary
Estimates to the tune of $1,300,000. These are
the precautions taken to secure economy,
- this is the way the hon. gentleman carried
-out in practice the economy he professed.
. Let the House compare these facts with the
statement which my hon. friend read.
~Now, the hon. gentleman is confronted, and
he knows he is confronted with a huge
deficit. Let us know the facts. I have
observed with some amusement the desper-
ate contortions and evasions made on the
part of the hon. gentleman’s organs to
escape the pressure of this deficit. I have
.observed something more. Newspaper cor-
respondents and newspaper editors are not
supposed to be very well versed in the
_mysteries of the Finance Department, and,
. .according to the Minister of Justice they
.could not always be relied upon, even if
.they were. But, Sir, what shaill we say

Sir RicEARD CARTWRIGHT.

1895, $24,553,000 ; revenue at the end of 31st
March, 1895, $23,844,000 ; surplus, $708,107.

this is the first time since confederation
that the word “ surplus” lias ever been
inserted, or this line ever appeared
in the Public Gazette at this date.
What does it mean? Why was it
inserted ? There were four bye-elections
—of course that is a matter of detail—about
to come off a few days after this first ap-
peared. But what does the hon. gentle-
man mean by it? Here is the oflicial
statement of the department that on 3ist
March, 1895, there was a surplus of $708,-
107. If that means anything, if that has
been inserted for a purpose, I am sorry
to say I can conceive of no purpose ex-
cept the purpose of confusing the minds of
the people at large, and creating an abso-
lutely false impression as to the real state
of the case. It is true, no doubt, that the
audited expenditure, certified by the Fi-
nance Department up to 3ist March,
1895, may only show what is stated
here, a total expenditure of $23,844.000
as against a total receipt of $24,553.000.
But every man who knows anything at
all of the Department of Finance or of the
way in which our national book-keeping is
managed, knows perfectly well that from
the nature of the case a very large portion
of the expenditure which has actually been
incarred and which is payable at that
moment is not inciuded in these statements
of expenditure and that in the later months
of the year this is never entered in the
public accounts until some few weeks after
the termination of the financial year; and
that therefore, although this may be a
correct statement as regards the audited
expenditure, yet this statement which I
hold in my hand is most unquestionably a
very false statement, as to impression
which any ordinary reader will take from
it on seeing for the first time in twenty-
seven years a declaration that there was
such and such a surplus in favour of the
Government on the 31st of March. Now,
Sir, I am going to show the House what the
real state of the facts are, and I challenge
the hon. Minister to contradict these facts.

I desire the attention of the House because

this is a grave matter. If I amn wrong I de-
sire to be corrected, and if I am right, I
desire that every member of this House
should bear in mind what it means, that
to-Gay, after mine months receipts are jn, .
after nine months audited expenditure, so-
called is in, so far from bhaving a surplus
of $708,000, we have to-day, as I will pre-
sently show, an ascertained deficit of $5,-
016,000 on the transactions of these nine
months. I do not think that the hon.
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gentleman will have any ground to complain
of want of plainness with respect to the
statement that I have just made. It is well
known to every member of this House that
we unfortunately closed the last financial
vear wtih a deficit of $1.200,000 in round
numbers. Now, on the 31st of March, the
date on which a surplus of $708,000 is claim-
ed by the * Official Gazette ” and for which
the Minister of Finance is entirely respon-
sible ; on that date the revenue received:

from all sources fell short of the revenue:
for the nine months of 1834, by the sum:
of $3,292,747. The expenditure for the same .
period exceeded the expenditure for the first
nine months of 1894 by the sum of §513,2536.
We started therefore with a deficit of one |
and a quarter millions in round numbers.:
We have got in these nine months a revenue
of three millions and a quarter less, and we
have spent half a million dollars more, and :

if you add these three sums together you will:
find that if it is the desire of the Depart-
ment of Finance to enlighten the public as:
to the real state of the case, instead of put-:
ting in a fictitious and imaginary surplus:
of $708,000, they would state that in those.
nine months there was an ascertained deficit |
of $5.016,000. What the remaining three;
months may have in store for us, I do not:
know, and the hon. gentleman does mnot’
know ;
improbable that any material portion of:
this $5,000,000 will, under the most favour--
able circumstances be reduced ; and on the-
other hand, if the same expenditure con-
tinues in proportion, and the same falling:
off in the revenue continues, it is extremely

but I am afraid that it is extremely :

probable that in the ensuing three months:
the figure which was named by my hon.
friend, is likely to be attained. I make no:
prediction about it, I simply point out:
that it is extremely likely to occur. It
it is true. no doubt., that in the month!
of March last year, there was a small anti-
cipation of revenue in the matter of'
excise, but it is very unlikely indeed that!
when the first of July comes—locking at the
very large amount of the hon. gentleman's:
estimates and looking to the fact that these!
estimates do not include any suppiementary
estimates for the service of the current year.
with which we will doubtless be presented
in good time—it is very unlikely indeed that
the additional expenditure which we will
have to incur, will not fully equal any trifl-
ing gain which may be made in the Depart-
ment of Excise. I have observed that a very
disingenuous use has been made of these
‘“ Gazette ” returns, whether by the conni-
vance or under the instructions of the Minis-
ter of Finance, I do not say. I hope not,
aithough I am bound to tell him, that the
appearance of such a line as I have pointed
out in the * Official Gazette,”—a paragraph
‘which never appeared before, at any rate
until after the close of the financial year,
and until the Finance Department knew :
whether it had a surplus or a deﬁcit——I say, 1
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it at all.

. is not the case.

‘that. I referred to
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Sir, that the appearance of such a paragraph
at such a time requires explanation at his
hands unless he chooses to allow us to
draw the inference that this paragraph was
put in either under his orders or with his
krowledge for the purpose of misleading
the public as to the real state of the facts.

Mr. FOSTER. As my hon. friend puts it
that way I will give him my answer now.
There is not the least grain of reason for

; the suspicion which he has thrown out.

These are returns which are simlpy made
up by the Dominion book-keeper and initi-
alled and signed by the Deputy. I see them
when they are in the ** Official Gazette ” or
just before they are put ir sometimes, and
oftener not. I have had nothing to do with
If it is the word * surplus” that
my hon. friend quarrels with he may have
that quarrel. The statement is simply a

! monthly statement of the cash collected in
: that month, and of the cash paid out, and
i under it they appear to have drawn a line

and stated as for that month. taking cash

i that is paid out and cash that comes in,

there is surplus of so much, which is undeni-
ably true.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No that

This is for the period of

.the nine months, and my hon. friend will
- see that if he looks.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend read, and
I have the paper from which he read in

i which he referred to the month of March.

1894, and comparatively to the month of

¥ i March, 1895, and in each of these cases it is

a monthly statement.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon.
gentleman is mistaKen. I did not refer to
the nine months ter-
minating on the 3lst of March, and I ex-
pressly stated so.

Mr. FOSTER. At §the first did you ?

Sir RICHARD CARTW’RIGHT At the
first.

Mr. FOSTER. If the hon. gentleman re-
ferred to the nine months he has taken good
care not to send me the paper in which the
nine months ecomparison is. He has sent
me simply the monthly comparison.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the
hon. gentleman would have looked at the
paper I have sent him, he would have seen
it is no such thing. I will read from it:
“Total to the 31st of March, 1893, revenue
received, $24,533,009. Total -expenditure to
the 31st March, 1890, $23,844,9531. Surplus,
$708,107.”

Mr. FOSTER. Yes. my bhon. friend is
right ahd so am I The month of Marech,
1894, gives here the receipts and expendi-
tures and the surplus for that month. The
same is given for the nine months.
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Exactly,
and to which I referred.

Mr. FOSTER. The surplus is given there.
In each case they are simply as they pur-;
port to be, the cash record of the month or
the cash record, receipts and payments of
the nine months. They correctly represent
what they purport to represent. Whether
yvou call it surplus or anything else, that is
the actual statement of the case. In the.
nine months so much was received in cash, |
so much was checked out of cash. and so
muech remains over—a surplus undoubtedly.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not:
object to the fact of the hon. centleman’s !
department making a return of the audited:
expenditure. What I think is very objec-
tionable is that the line *surplus™ sheould.
be introduced now for the first time. We
have had these returns published every
month ever since contfederation, a period of,
eight and twenty years, and I do not think
that in all that time the hon. gentleman will
find any such reference to a surplus until
after the end of the tinancial year. The rea-:
son we do not tind it is that the heads of the;
department were perfectly well aware that.
any statement of a surplus made at any
other time would be misleading in the high-:
est degree ; and I object to its being put in
the * Official Gazette,” becanse any ordinary
business man in Canada, looking at that,
and knowing no better. would naturally say
to himself. * Well, after all. things are
pot so very bad when there is a surplus for:
nine mbnths of $708,000.

NMr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman will;
excuse me if I say a word or two further..
My statement is true, and my hon. friend§
will take it as such ; but I want to supple-
ment: that by stating that the only time I;
have interfered with the way in which these:
statements have been made was last year.
Previous to that time, if I mistake not, at
the end of the fiscal year, when all the ac-
counts were not in, but when overdue claims
and accounts that had to be adjusted,
amounting to some millions of dollars, had

vet to come in, 1 said to the book-keeper,
“That will be a misleading statement if you
send it out at the end of the fiscal year or in
the July statement, because there are ac-
counts yet to come in ; after this, when you |
make up that statement to the end of the|
year, I want you to add a note stating that
this does not include accounts overdue and
_accounts to be adjusted which are yet to
‘come in, and which will make this statement

very different.”

‘Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I accept
frankly the statement of the hon. gentleman,
and I am glad to hear it. I am glad to hear
_ that the hon. gentlema: was not responsible
for what looks on the face o7 it to be rather
an unworthy artifice, and I recommend him
to strike out that line for the future, or to
add a note to the effect that this is merely

Qir RicHarD CARTWRIGHT.
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audited expenditure and has nothing to do
with any other expenditure.

Mr. FOSTER. Certainly ; any one would
see that who leoked into it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. XNo. any-
body would not see that. On the contrary,
all over the country, in all the organs of the
hon. gentleman froin the * Mail-Empire ™
downwards, these statements have beei: ac-

. cepted as representing the true state of the

case, and long articles have been indited
holding me up as a slanderer of the credit

iof Canada, because I alleged that the real

deficit for the nine months was over $5.0i%)-
000, when it was only SH00.000. Now, Sir,
T call the attention of the House to the ex-
tent to which this absurdity in the way of
book-Keeping may go. We all know that 1894
terminated with a deticit of one million and

.a quarter : as to that there is no dispute.

For the nine months ending the 3l1st of
March, 1894, the revenue was given as 827.-

CS45.000, and the expenditure as R23.331.4m0,

showing a nominal surplus on the operations
of the nine months of $4.514.000, with an
actual resulting deficit of £1.210.000. On the
30th of April the revenue was given as

' 830,288,000 and the expenditure as 825.515.-

000, showing a nominal surplus of 84.773.000,

with a resulting deficit. as before. of
$1.210.000. On the 3ist of Max the revenue

is given as $£32.911.000. and the expenditure
as £28.810,000, showing a nominal surplus of
£4.071.000, with a resulting deficit of $1.-
210,000, as before.  On the 30rh of June,

{under the date of the 4th of July, the rev-
‘enue is given as $35,382.000 and the expendi-
L ture as $30.755.000, showing a nominal sur-

plus of $4.627,600, while the actual deficit
was only £1,210,.232. Howerver, Sir, can the
hon. gentleman gainsay the accuracy of any
one of my statements ? Can he gainsay
the fact that we closed last year with a
deficit of £1,210,006 ? Can he gainsay the
fact that on the last day of this month our
revenue had fallen to the extent of three
and a quarter millions and our expenditure

‘had increased to the extent of half a mil-

These statements are taken from his

own official returns; they are the state-

‘ments which he has himself submitted ; they

are the statements which. at any rate, have
issued from his department, whether he saw
them or not, and I suppose. according to the
rule he laid down some time ago that the
Minister is bound to accept the statements
of his subsrdinates, these are statements
which he must accept in full faith or get rid
of the subordinate who made them. Now,
as to whether we are likely to lose another
million by extra expenditure or-diminished
revenues during the next three months, 1 do
not desire to offer an opinion other than this,
that if, on the 1st of April, 1895, you have
an ascertained deficit of $5,016,000, it is not
very likely that you are geing to make much
improvement in the remaining three months.
Howerver, that is a matter on which I shall
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]
probably have an opportunity of cross-ques- ! the recent electioneering tour, stated to the
tioning the hon. gentleman shortly, because public—and I think stated quite correctly—
I propose at the earliest moment to find out; that the difference between them and those
fromm him what the receipts and expendi-: miserly Grits was that they were not afraid
tures of the first half of the month of April; to spend the public money for the benefit
may be. Perhaps he has them now. { of their friends. How does that comport

’ { 3 . . Sl . =
-1 with ** the greatest possible economy in the
Mr. FOSTER. T do not carry them in my ! appropriatigns for the various branches of

Puln ‘ .
gg;l.:etl. ggtnfytcglneegna?t;hg?;n: ver on Mon ‘ the public service.” ;\1}(1 I think the hon.
| Minister of Public Works (Mr. Ouimet) wilk
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Nor carry | bave to be heard from. The hon. gentle-
them in your head, I presume; and I can: man wheo, by the way. I am sorry to say I
umderstand why—because they might mur-! do not see in his place at the moment. has
der sleep under the present circumstances.: generally a tolerably extensive budget, and
Apart from that, here is a significant fact.: he has also various expensive relations who
which I also find in the statement of the: contribute to swell the expenditure from
hon. gentleman. The hon. gentleman, be it: time to time. Now, Sir, I do not ask much
yemen}bered. Was very strong some tlme 2g0; from the hon. gentleman: but I think,
in telling us that he was going to put a stop . under the circumstances. I have the right
to the increase of the net debt : yet thetotal: to ask for some information. If the state-
net debt on the 31st March. 1884, amounted ! pients that I have made be true, if it be
to $240,189,000. while on the 3lst March,! the fact that there is to-day at the ciose
1895, it amounted to $248.150.000. being as: of nine months an ascertained deficit of
nearly as possible an increase of $8.000.000 gver five million dollars. I think. Sir. that
in one year. The House will remember. Sir, ! githough we are not entitled to ask the hon.
as I said. that I am quite open to correction. : gentleman for details, we are entitled to
If 1 have. in any shape or way overstated: agk him whether he seriously proposes to
the facts, if I have in any shape or way mis- gljow this monustrous deficit to exist with-
understood the hon. gentleman's statement, ; out taking any steps to reduce it or to
I will be ready at once to make amendment. . gqualize expenditure and revenue by im-
The Speech informed us that His Excel-! posing additional taxation. Judging from
lency regrets that although the depression: ywhat he stated, I sheould imagine the hon.
has not resulted in any considerable de-; gentleman intends to do nothing. Judg-
crease in our foreign trade— 'ing from the tone of his speech, the hon.
yet owing to low prices and recent reductions in . géntleman lives in hope and desires us to
and removal of taxation, it has been followed by . live also. Now, 8ir, the hon. gentleman can
a serious decrease in revenue derived from Cus- surely tell us—his policy must have been
toms and Excise. In order to produce equil-. settled on this head long ago—whether it
ibrign; betwee}: rg;'lerége and expertldit%re for ;lﬁej is part of his intention to meet that deficit
coming year, it wi necessary to observe e ! a3 343 « 13 +3
greatest possible economy in the appropriations ;L;Ev tt;l;a;ggoil;lzlzt?f aﬁe‘lggatl?&f“f;go?gg
. . ' us whether he intends to add to the burden
Well, Sir, I listened attentively to the: gf the people by making any new and ad-
Speech, I listended attentively to the- gitional grants: and that is a thing that
speeches of the mover and seconder of this: {)e House ought to be seized of at the
Address, and I listened attentively to the: earliest possible moment, under existing
speech of the hon. Minister himself. Sir.' circumstances. The hon. gentleman might
the inference which I drew from these vari- }ikewise tell us, does he propose to effect any
ous speeches—and it is open to the Finance. pew loans ? Sir, I have taken the opportun-
Minister to correct me if I am wrong—is. jty of analysing the statements of the
this, that whether the deficit be five mil- amounts at the hon. gentleman's disposal ;
lions or whether the deficit be six milliens, | gnd, so far as I can see—and again I am
the hon. gentleman’s recipe is toe do nothing, ' gpen to correction—the hon. gentleman’s re-
the hon. gentleman proposes to fold his|cent loan, amounting to about $10,700.000—I
hands, the hon. gentleman hopes that by | think that is about the amount it realized—
and by things will improve. The hon. appears to have entirely disappeared. Sir, I
gentleman reminds one of the peasant in, find that up to the 1st of April, 1895, we
Aesop’s fable who sat down by the brink : had incurred a capital expenditure of $3,273,-
of a river waiting until ail the water should : 000 ; we had temporarily borrowed £500,000
flow away, when he expected to walk: sterling in England, which we have repaid;
across. . The hon. gentleman is without: we had the deficit of 1894 to provide for,
resource. All that the hon. gentleman can : $1,210,000 ; we have a deficit for the current
tell us is that he proposes to exercise|year to date of $5,016,000. Se that against
economy. = Well, Sir, the hon. gentleman '$10,700,000, the hon. gentleman either has
knows that it is one thing to propose:spent or will be called upon to provide
economy and another thing to practice it.| for sums amounting to $11,932,000, without
The hon. gentleman has colleagues, some : counting any additional expenditure which
very close to him who do not propose to!may be incurred upon capital account with-
practice economy ; colleagues who, during . in the next three months. Now, Sir, as to

3

for the various braunches of the public service.
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the amount of cash in hand—and here again ’ the trade question, but before I leave the
the bon. gentleman can correct me if I am , question of these ugly and ill-visaged de-

wrong—I find that in the various Canadian:
banks the hon. gentleman is credited with:
$3.300,000. 1 want to ask the hon. gentle-|
man, has he any considerable amount to
his credit in London, or does that $5,300,000
represent his total available cash assets ?

Mr. FOSTER. Does the hon. gentleman
propose to enter into a discussion of finan-
ces in the debate on the Address in answer
to the Speech from the Throne ? If the:
hon. gentleman proposes to do that he goes
against what he said five minutes ago.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. 1 said.
1 did not propose to discuss the trade ques-.
tion. :

M. FOSTER. If the hon.
does propose to discuss finances, 1 do not.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then
the hon. gentleman, 1 may assume, has no
money in London

Mr. FOSTER. If the hon. gentleman will
keep his patience until about the middle

of next \\'eekm———_ :
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. 1 will:

gentleman '

keep it until I have time to put two ques-!

tions on the paper, when he will have the

opportunity of giving me the information.

1 will assume that this sum of $5300,000
represents the hon. gentleman’s total cash'
assets.  That sum of §5,300,000 is all an-!
ticipated already. ., If the sums due to date|
were paid. the whole amount would dis-|
appear. That is the position in which we:
stand to-day. We have very considerable !
commitments as the hon. gentleman knows.§
We are bound to provide several millions of !
dollars to be paid to the various milway'!
companies we have subsidized. nor are these |
all the capital commitments. And.noreover, !
Sir, as everybody knows, we borrow at call:
from the people of Canada about $40,000.- |
000, so that we ought, in all conscience, and |
‘reason to keep a considerable sum in ready :
cash at our bankers so as to be ready for|
all emergencies. Sir, I will not now dis-!
cuss 2 matter which may require a little .
attention, with reference to the relations of ;
the Bank of Montreal with the Govern-
-ment. 1 told the hon. gentleman at the|
time he made the present arrangement that |
I thought he was making a mistake, and:
for this reason, which he has found or will .
find, 1 suspect—when he confided all our!
financial affairs to the Bank of Montreal, ;
& bank doing a large business in Canads, -
he exposed himself to the danger that if he
reguires money from that source it will!
have to be drawn from the current accom-.
modation granted to the Dusiness of!
the country, and may prove a serious!
inconvenience to the people. However,:
I will leave the discussion of that!
subject for a further opportunity. As I

i

have said, I purposely forbore disenssingi
Sir Ricnarp CARTWRIGHT.

 first was mistaken in one thing.

; ficits, I will take the opportunity of saying

a weord or two on the deficits of 18ST6-77-T8.
The hon. gentleman was good enough to

say that there was one difference between
that of to-day and those of 1876-77-7S.

Sir,

' the hon. gentleman is mistaken ; there is

more than one difference between the de-

‘ficits of 1876-TT-7(8 and the deficit, as at

present ascertained. of 1895, I will point
out one difference—the deficit of 1895 is like
Aaron’s rod. it is big enough to swallow the
other three deficits pnit together. The hon.

“gentleman may say with trath that he has

“seen " us and gone several * bhetter™
Mr. FOSTER. We always do.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yey, it is

- twenty-knot government in the way of
geing to leeward. and particularly in the

My hon. friend who spoke
He was
mistaken in saying that this was the lar-
gest deficit known in Canadian history.
That is true literally, yet it is not guite true
comparatively. because under the late Sir
John A. Macdonald, whom the hon. gentle-
men revere so much. deficits were of ¢ver-

way of deficits.

i lasting ovccurrence until confederation ; and
t those deficits—I will give the hon. gentle-
‘man that crumb of comfort—were much
i greater in proportion to tlhe revenue than

his. although he is in a fair way to over-
take his master and teacher if he gves on
much longer.

Mr. FOSTER. Give me time.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I intend,
if I can help it. that you shall not have
time to scuttle the ship before you leave it,
though I have no doubt yeu will try. The
hon. gentleman says there is another differ-
ence in that we put on taxes, a very grie-
vous crime to commit in face of a deficit.
The inference is that he proposes to meet
his Q@eficit by putting none. That is
the inference, if he disputes if, let him
deny it. The hon. gentleman goes on
to tell us that the revenue has fal-
len off because last year he took off
such a lot of taxes. Well, Sir. with my cus-
tomary generosity, I made an estimate of
what he had taken off, and I gave him ciedit
for 200 per cent more than he deserved;
1 credited him, after carefully examining
the result of his tariff for two months, with
a reduction of 3-10ths of one per cent. I
observe now that the six months bave been
added together, that I committed the griev-
ous error— for which I apoligise—of crediting
him with 200 per cent too much, the actual
reduction being 1-10th of one per cent. Sir,
the French treaty and Newfoundland must
stand over ; and I think I will do the saule

| with the Manitoba gquestion. But I want to

ask the hon. gentleman seriousiy, doex he
pretend to deny the computation I have
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made as to the amount of the deficit ? Does
he, in cold blood, pretend to tell this Fouse
that there is any reasonable prospect *hax
within the next ten weeks he will have any
chance of materially reducing that deficic ?
Does he not know on the other hand, that
there is only too great a prabability that it
will be considerably augmented, largely by

is on one condition. I want there should be
ne misuaderstanding. I desire to say. be-
 fore the hon. gentleman makes his budget
statement, that when he does make the
statement, X think he should give us fairly

E the House.

and honestly to understand all the expendi-
tures that he proposes te bring down to
Sir, for years back the Gov-

reason of the expenditures he has alveady ! ernment and the Parliament of Canada have

asked for ? Now the hon. gentleman has
brought us to the very verge of the tinan-
cial year. Neither last year did he make
any prevision for the deficit now existing.
Apparently the hon. gentleman is ail at
seit as to what is to be done with this de-
ficit.  Now, I really think that paragraph
of the speech which 1 have guoted in
plain English, ought to read thus: * Gen
tlemen of the legislature, there is a huge
defieit, I do not know what to do with it
Perhaps if we wait long enough, things will
right themselves; anyway I can't” As 1
have said, the hon. gentleman’s mode of
delivering us from a deficit was te agree
to give up $200,000 of revenue toa the bhrew-
ers, $200000 and more for the French
Treaty. $750.000 a year for the Atlantic sub-
sidy, £4.000,000 to be granted to railway sub-
sidies. But hew much more to the Trent
Valley Canal ? How much more to the Hud-
son Bay Railway * How much more to
cther railways gently hinted at, but not
quite clearly indicated by the hon. gentle-
man ? The hon. gentieman talks of his
economy. He is prepared to cut down the
services to starvation point if his colleagues
will let him ; but at the same time he is
prepared without shrinking to add tens ang
tens of millions to the general expenditure.
Now, Sir, I will give the hou. gentleman one
bit of advice. I know the difficulties that be-
set a Minister of Finance who tries to keep
his colleagues within bounds. I have had
to do it myself, and a very diflicult job I
have found it, I admit. 1 know perfectly
well that however much the Minister of
Finance may desire tc keep down expendi-
ture, he is but one among 13 or 12 or 17—
what is it ? What is the number of those
whe have no portfolios ? 1 have really
forgotten. However, he is only one among
a number, and they have all expendi-
tures to be provided for. Let the hon. gen-
tleman make a clean breast of it, let him
throw himseif on the House, and let him
throw himseif on the country. I dare say
his intentions are good, although his power
of giving effect to them seems to be almost
nil. Sir, he has been frightfully overborne
in the past; and I now solemnly promise
him publicly—and I think my friends will
help me to implement the promise—I pro-
mise him my best assistance in struggling
against the efforts which will be made by
his colleagues to overcome his good inten-
tions and prevent him from carrying out
his scheme of economy. I am abundantly
willing to forward his alleged desires, but it

3%
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been, in my judgment, very dereliet in their
duty, in that they have allowed the Gov-
ernment, owing no doubt to the enormous
majority at their back. to make their
financial statement ouly in part and to
conceal from the House and the country
at the time an enormous number of grants
- which they have made up their minds to
- give, making large additional charses on the
publie chests. Sir, that is all wrong, that
should never have been permitted. The
! House, had they made the Govermment do
their duty, would have insisted on all ocea-
sions that when the Government made their
annual financial statement they should make
a full and complete statemeut of all vro-
posals they were about to make entalling
any addiudonal charges on the public troas-
ury. I call on the hon. gentleman on this
occasion more than on any other, in view of
the enormous admitted deficit between our
revenue and expendifure, in view of the
situation of the country, in view of the fact
that, as the mover said, this is the last
session of this Parliament. 1 call upon him
to turn over a new leaf in that respect, aud
it he will do that, and make a clean, caundid.
honest statement, I repeat my pledge on my
rown behalf, and on bebalf of my friends,
that we will do our Dbest to protect him
against his colleagues, and to cnable him
at long last to give effect to the pledges
of economy and retention te which we have
listened so often and by which so far we
have profited so very little.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUI'PER. Sev-
eral playful allusions have been made to my
name in this debate, Mr. Speaker, and I
shall therefore claim the attention of the
House for a few moments while I contribute,
to some extent, to the discussion. I have
been puzzled for some time to find the re-
son for what seems to be the most extra-
ordinary debate on the Address that has
taken place—certainly since 1883, the be-
ginning of my parliamentary experience. The
leader of the Opposition, of course, was very
happy, and used his eloquence with great ef-
feet @ but it seemed to me that he was struggl-
ing to-day to avoid discussing or referring to
those subjects which are uppermost in the
minds of the people at the present moment.
and foreing, if possible, the debate upon sub-
jects which have been discussed *ad nau-
seum ’ for many years past.  We had the old
arguments brought out one by one, the
old references to trade, and the arguments
which may be used with some effect in a
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discussion upon the Budget or a debate on

Ways and Means, but certainly an undue im-
portance has been given to them on an ocea-
sion of this kind. The hon. member for

South Oxtord (Sir Richard Cartwright) to
my surprise, in what I may term, not offen-:

sively, I hope, a most peculiar speech, has
uot only run over these subjects, but openiy
given to my colleague, the Minister of Fin-
ance, the points for his Budget speech, and

N

pressed upon him most earnestly the neces--

sity of referring to them. I venture to say.
Mr. Speaker, that the solution of this extra-

ordinary tactical movement on the part of"-
the Opposition, is they are not in a position .
to speak as a party to-day any more than they .
have been for the past month on very impor-
tant and very burning questions ; and that,
therefore, if they can carry the minds of this
House, and the minds of the people of this:
from these subjects for:
them. :

country,
some time,

away

it will be better for

The leader of the Opposition was good
enough, and he did it in a very happy:

manner, to refer to some liberties that have'’
been taken with my name, and he stated'
that I had observed that no dependence

could be placed on the ministerial press. I
think it unusual for the leader of the Oppo-
sition and for a prominent member of the

Opposition at the opening of Parliament to,
to:
press rumots or to invite a debate as to the:

give this extraordinary importance

accuracy of references of a personal nature.

I can say this, however. that I have never
charged the ministerial press with being:
inaccurate ; but I do not hesitate to say that
I have seen many inaccurate statements
both in the ministerial press, so called, and :

in the Opposition press, and I think the ex-:

the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) was obliged to do. The
‘hon. member for South Oxford, for instance,
said—and I am certain he spoke from his
heart—that he had no objection to a session
“per se.” Now, we know that that hon.
gentleman has no objection to a session
‘“per se.” But the hon. gentleman has had
a very hard struggle. I was with him in
heart in the struggle because I wished to
see him survive the effort to retain his hold
upon the constituency of South Oxford, anl
i the hon. gentleman was obliged. and it must
have been a very hard task for him to per-
form, to read to his own coustituents on an
important occasion whexn they were discuss-
ing the nomination for the next candidate
a certificate of character and the endorse-
ment of his leader, the leader of the Opposi-
tion. I think that report in the Opposition
and ministerial press was accurate. The
hon. gentleman also referred to the subject
‘of the session in another respect, namely,
as to whether it was called too late; and
with considerable delight he referred to
the fact that in his time, when the Refor-
mers were in oftice. they had four early
sessions, 1875, 1876, 1877 and 1878. I think
I can meet that argument, if there be any
force in it, by saying that since 1878 the
proportion of early sessions will compare
very favourably with the proportion of early
sessions held during Mir. Mackenzies® re-
?gime. because the hon. gentleman carefully
avoided any reference to 1874, and the date
of the session that year. ‘

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).
. election.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Ex-

There was an

perience of the leader of the Opposition is'actly ; and reforming and reorganization of
similar to mine. But I deny there was auth- ‘ the Government occurred in 1895, There
ority to make many of the statements re-: had been an election previous to the session
specting my action that have been made dur- | of 1874, and for that reason, and it was

ing the last two weeks. I, perhaps, can illus-
trate that by referring to a story told by a
traveller of an extraordinary monkey he hasd
seen. Sitting at his dinner with his fellow
voyager and servant standing behind him. he
began to relate that he had seen a monkey
with a tail 50 yards long. The waiter
whispered that the tail was entirely too
long. Correcting himself he said that the
tail was certainly forty yards. “ Still too
long,” came a whisper. Then the traveller
said, I certainly shall not be wrong if I
say the monkey’s tail was thirty yards. The
waiter said the tail was still too leng The
traveller then turned round and said, ¢ con-
found this man, we must allow the monkey
to have a tail of some length.” Of course
we must allow gentiemen Opposite to amuse
- themselves with the extraordinary stories
regarding their opponents. But I can say
this, that whatever truth there may be in
those rumours, I have not been obliged to
go to my constiteents or appear before the
people in any part of the country with a
certificate of character from my leader, as

Sir CuArRLES HiBBERT TUPPEL.

}a valid one, the session was not held until
. pretty late in March. If hon. gentlemen
. opposite had been sufficiently long in power
' they would have found other reasons no
i better than our own, for not assembling
{ Parliament this year at an earlier date. I
“have referred to the speech of the hon.
:member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
, wright) and it was an extraordinary one in
a debate of this kind. It was evident to the
i House that the hon. gentleman felt as if
 he were in office as I'inance Minister ; he re-
velled and made fun and apparently enjoy-
ed himself to his heart’s content in a dis-
| cussion of the deficit, and with that word
and topic his name will be for ever connect-
ed and remembered in this country. But I
think the hon. gentleman was particularly
happy to-night—he broke out, so-fo-speak,
in 2 new part. He as a rule uses pretty
hard language, he strikes very severe blows,
and on ne occasion has been guilty of such
an amount of good humour and jollity as on
this occasion. If the newspaper reports can
be relied upon, he has had an experience
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that has been for his good. The last occa-
sion on which I read his utterances was at
his appearance in a theatre at Brantford,
perhaps a comic opera, and it was said he
countributed to the amusement of the even-
ing. Certainly the hon gentleman has gain-
ed much by that experience, and I congratu-
lte him on his new role. But the hon.

gentleman made some serious statements in |
that cextraordinary speech, and from one of
them it appeared to me that we have called |
This day is|

this House together too soon.
the 19th of April. The bhon. member for
South Oxford said the Government weould
not get a vote until the 1st of July. If he
had Kkindly intimated that fact to us, we
would have taken the responsibility of de-
laying the summoning of Parliament at as
early a date as 19th April. I bLelieve, how-
ever, the hon. gentleman was no more serious
when he made that assertion than he was
in regard to many other statements he made.
I feel sure he cannot be sericus in constantly
sneering at the Irench Treaty ; I feel sure
the hon. gentleman does not wish to make
it uncomfortable for his leader; I fain
wauld believe that he did not inspire the
article in the Toronto * Globe,” published
in last July, where not only the leader of the
Opposition but the whole of the Irench
Liberals were hauled over the coals for
lending their support to a treaty which in-
volves chiefly, as the hon. member for
South Oxford says, the Tupper interest.
If it does involve their interest I am glad
to welcome as allies all the hon. gentle-
man’s friends and coadjutors from the pro-
vince of Quebec. The hon. gentleman

rate, it gives some support to the view I
ventured to express, that the mere exist-
ence of a deficit is not in itself an evil
which should instil fear or alarm. It is
a peculiarly happy thing that Canada alone
of all the important countries of the world,
has not felt the great commercial crisis
through which the world is now passing.
There have come from responsible mouths
rin the various legislatures of Canada,
words of good cheer and words of thank-
fulness for our condition, whether the gov-
ernments of the provinces happened to be
in the hands of Liberals or Conservatives.
I am not without authority for saying that
| the responsible business men of Canada, re-
| gardless of politics, are expressing words
of congratulation that our country is in such
a good position as it is to-day, comsidering
the unfortunate condition of other coun-
tries. What do you see, for instance, in
Great Britain ? You have there in evidence
leading men of both parties, Lord Salis-
bury, the Duke of Devonshire, Mr. Balfour,
i all speaking with dread of the present con-
i dition of affairs. You have Lord Salisbury
i'saying that the great industry of agricul-
ture is actually ruined in England, and the
Duke of Devonshire goes further, and says
that not only was Lord Salisbury right in
that particular, but that the condition of
business generally in England, the man-
ufacturing industries, was deplorable. You
have the representatives of the great man-
ufacturing county of Lancashire stating
that thousands are walking the streets in
i the manufacturing towns without work and
' without money. You have the representa-

spoke for a lomg time on the subject of | tive of labour in England, Mr. Keir Hardie
deficits, and I fear that he has forgotten testifying before a committee of the House
some of the advice which he and his old of Commons that one million skilled work-
leader used to give the country when deal- men are out of employment, without any
ing with the subject of that kind. I have: means of subsistence, and that they re-
before me the opinion of the Hon. Alex.! present five millions of people who are in
Mackenzie, given in the year 1880, and I| gctual distress. outside of those entitled to
think it will meet most of the points the parochial relief. You see a committee of
hon. member endeavoured to make with|the British House of Commeoens appointed
the object, perhaps, of inspiring a certain | to inquire into this terrible distress. We
fear or dread among the business people of - know of the crisis through which they are
this country. Speaking in this House in: passing in the United States, and it is com-
1880, Mr. Mackenzie said : . forting that even though the member for
. . . "South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) has
! S 1 Was . N o .

th;tn ‘35; sggfﬁ% gorf‘if}},itaﬁgg,ﬁ ;td;ﬁa:it l:;t a;igilﬁf, evidently watched affairs most carefully,
surmountable evil, or its existence, or in all' and is as thorcughly posted upon the fact
cases a political mistake, because money has to &s any one, that on this occasion he dealt
be provided in some way at any rate, and the purely with the condition of our finances
only question that can possibly arise under:yyhich could not be controlled, and, as he
these circumstances, is this. It is better for g,iq intentionally avoided any reference to
the Government to impose additional taxatxon; trade Is it poésible that if the condition
where it can possibly be able to do so, or to: - d ’ bad the condition of
leave the amount of the deficit as an additional ' of Canada were as .a( as ih .
charge against the country in another shape ?: England has been pictured in the British
The country has to pay in either case ; by im-: House of Commons, and as the condition
posing additional taxation, it pays at onmce ; by! of the United States has been pictured in
avoiding it, payment is postponed. * * * | Congress, that he would have neglected his
I refer to the opinion of Mr. Mackenzie be-! duty in not calling the immediate attention
eause it will, no doubt, form a subject for ! of this Chamber to such a state of affairs if
contemplation to members on both sides of , they existed in Canada. It may, therefore,
the House, when considering how best to be said that the condition of Canada is,

deal with our financial standing. At any | compearatively, not bad, but that it is com-
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paratively good. Now, Mr. Speaker, I can- § him as to what I had been saying, and cor-
not sit down without saying a word or tweo ; recting erroneous reports as to my utter-

rances early in the fight in Antigonish, and
. the Secretary of State tock the earliest op-
The present is an occasion when he, per-:
. tors of Haldimand. But I do not think the

on a question which the leader of the
Opposition avoided saying much about.

haps, is exercising a wise discretion, but if
he will allow me to say so, I do not think
that his discretion to which he referred
was anything to his credit with reference
to the four elections which have just taken
place. 1 believe there was never an ccca-
sion in any of the old provinces of Canada,
I am sure there never was an occasion in
the mother country, when a great constitu-
tional question, on a question that had any
analogy to the Manitoba School question,
the leaders of both parties were not heard
from, or that the leader of a constitutional
Opposition remained dumb and kept silence.
I have no knowledge of any similar case,
although some may be mentioned, but cer-
tainly in Canada it has not been the cus-
tom for leaders of the Opposition to take
that course. The leader of the Opposition
cannot avoid the responsibility which the
people will insist in fastening upon him. by
lightly talking of an invitation to advise
His Excellency’s advisers. We cannot for-
get that he branded the members of this
Government as cowards because they did
not declare their policy on this subject, be-
fore the courts had dealt with the question
of the powers of this Government. We
cannot forget his pledge on more than one
oceasion, notably at the convention of his
own friends in June, 1893, and subse-
quently, this very year in Toronto, that so
soon as the courts had spoken he would
speak. It is quite clear that when the
leader of the Opposition made these obser-
vations, he did not think that discretion
should command silence on his part, but he
believed then that when the time for ac-
tion had come, and this Government was
bound to take a step in one direction or the
other, that it would be his duty to speak -out
_ his mind upon this question, though, per-
haps, not to advise His Excellency s advisers;
they sought on no occasion his advice,
neither did they seek his assistance. They
neither sought it mor spurned it, but,
steadily pursuing their course, committed
thkemselves, and assumed the responsnbility

which up to that time it had been expressly

stated they were afraid to assume. These
elections took place. 1 took part in ome

- county, and as for the statement which was
made on the floor of the House to-day, that
in Haldimand my colleague, who won the
magnificent victory upon which his friends
are congratulating him, was speaking in one

- sense, while I was speaking in another con-

. .stituency In an entirely different sense. Mr.
- Speaker, I am glad to know that in the cam-
~ paign in Antigonish the sentiment of the

. _speech of the hon. Secretary of State was
-quoted .in Iny presence by my opponents,

- and I subscribed before the electors to every
. word of it; and I myself sent a message to

Su- CuarLes HiBserT TUPPER.

portunity to read that message to the elec-

hon. leader of the Opposition can claim much

i consolation from those fights. He purposely
{abstained to-day from committing himself .
on this question or dealing with it, and those

men who defeated the candidates support-

ing tbe Government, won their victories by

expressing opinions which their leader dare
not express at this juncture, but purposely
abstained from expressing. They practi-
cally won their victories chiefly because,
among other reasons, they were fighting
the first fights in Canada in which the Lib-
eral candidates were allowed to fight with-
out being trammelled by the utterances of
their leaders—the first fights which those
leaders took care to keep out of, and which
were won by their supporters alone.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). And they threshed
you. ’

' Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Yes,

in the county of Antigonish the opponent

of the Government threshed the Govern-
ment, as the hon. member says, by pledging
himself ‘o support the Government on this
policy, and because he was entirely out of

harmony with the views of the leader of

the Opposition, who sneered at the remedial
order to-day, and found fault with the lan-
guage in which it was couched. The hon.
gentleman’s candidate there subscribed to
every line of the remedial order and pro-
mised to support the Govemms:vt in carry-
ing it to its logical conri.x .2, The hon.
leader of the Opposition iy i&-day that the
remedial order was couched m unforiunate
language—that it was dictatorial. I submit,
Mr. Speaker, that if other language bhad
been used, or if it had proceeded in what the
hon. gentleman conceives to be more polite

form, the danger of a fatal defect would

have existed. Not only was every effort made
to preveni the Manitoba Legislature think-
ing for a moment that we desired to dictate
to them or to insult them in the slightest
respect, but every pains was taken in the
drafting of the order that no flaw should be
found to give rise to further litigation and
further embarrassment. Foliowing strictly
the lines of the statute, the order had to be
in a semnse dictatorial, but in no offensive
sense. It had to make a direction. It had
to state clearly and precisely what was re-
quired to be done, in the'opinion of His Ex-
cellency the Governor General in Council ;

and any one having experience with the
orders of the Judicial Committee of the

Privy Council in England will find that, so

far as that dictatorial spirit is concerned, all
of those orders possess it. It is the language
of judgment ; it is the technical spirit and
nothing more. I have, therefore, referred

‘to the subject particularly, and I trust that
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ne member of the Manitoba Legislature will
be for a moment misled by the views
thrown out to-day by the leader of the Op-
position, that there was on the part of the
Government any desire to assume the role
of dictators, or to use language that could
be considered in the slightest degree disre-
spectful. Now, Mr. Speaker, we stand in
this position, that the Government have be-
fore the country, and in those very constitu-
encies, taken a clear and well-defined posi-
tion on this question. We do not shrink
in the slightest degree from any responsi-
bility which that position involves; but
notwithstanding that, I subscribe to what
has been said by hon. gentlemen to-day,
that, considering that the Manitoba Legisla-
ture has yet to deal finally with the remedial
order, it would be certainly unwise, if not
irregular, for this Parliament to thresh out
- the subject formally on the floor of this
House until we know the mind of the legis-
lature which we had approached.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Hear, hear.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The

hon. gentleman says * Hear, hear,” perhaps
not seriously. Surely, if he sympathizes
with his leader’s resentmeunt of that spmti
of dictation, he will subscribe to the opinion ;
which I have now expressed, that we should |

take the greatest care on all sides of this:

House that nothing should be said that!

couid in gny way give affront to the Legis- |
ture of Manitoba. Now, the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) made | i
a reference to public works which have been |
promised, and, looking across the House,g
connected me, I think, with a statement an
to the difference between the policies of the ! i
two parties in reference thereto. I remem-:
- ber the day when a colleague of that hon.:

gentleman used to come to the province of‘
Nova Scotia and present what seemed to!
him his best argument in counting how
much he had been able to obtain from the |
economical Finance Minister of the Reform :
Administration for {vharfs, breakwaters!
and other public works, in comparison with :
the expenditure of the former government. !

At Moncton I made a statement as to the:
difference between the policies of the two .
parties with regard to the construction of,
‘public works. I said that no person in|

‘Canada could expect that federal money§
would be taken for local improvements or
useful public works if the Reformers kept
their promises and made a bona fide effort
to carry .out their policy of free trade, be-
cause that poligy was wholly dissociated
from affording assistance for works of the
character under consideration. Their policy,
if there was anything in it, meant to leave
individual localities to their own re-
sources, to drive them away from the Fed-
eral treasury, and I pointed out that.our
policy was the direct opposite—that we did
~make the acknowledgment that out of the
 ‘revenues we could obtain we would promote

useful public works both for the advantage
of localities and for the general advantage. -
But curiously enough, Mr. Speaker, that
meeting bad no sooner taken place than the
hon. member for Queen’s, P.E.I (Mr.
Davies) hurried to Moncton, and in the self-
same hall went one better than myself, ac-
cording to the common expression, taking
complete issue with my statement that the
policy of the Liberal party was not to make
these expenditures; and I think the hon.
member for South Ozxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) would do well to take his col-
league immediately in hand if he has the
slightest idea, as he hinted to-night, that he
expected in a short time to be called upon
to deal with his old friend the deficit.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell) moved the adjourn-
ment of the debate.

Motion agreed to; and debate adjourned

Mr. FOSTER moved the adjomnment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned
at 10.35 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Moxpay, 22nd April, 1895,

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

PRAYERS.
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.

Mr. FOSTER moved :

That Notices of Motion be postponed until
i after the consideration of the Order of the Day
! for resuming the adjourned debate on the motion.
for an Address to His Excellency the Governor
General in answer to his Speech at the opening
i of the session.

He said : I do this because I suppose we all
iagree that it is better that the debate should
go on until it is finished.

Mr. CHARLTON. I would suggest to the
hon. leader of the House that in case the
House complies with his proposal, any noti-
ces of motion called in the absence of the
mover be allowed the courtesy of standing
over for one occasion. The debate may .
close at a time when some members may not
be here to attend to their motions. ' :

Mr. FOSTER. That may be a long way,
ahead.

Mr. CASEY. Perbaps it would ansvser,
the hon. gentleman’s purpose to go on wilh

all notices of motion on which there is to be |

no discussion. .
Motion agreed to.
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FIRST READINGS. Masonic Lodges under the jurisdiction of
the Grand Lodge of Canada.
Bill (No. 2) to secure the better observ-| .
ance of the Lord’s Day, commonly called : Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first

Sunday.—(Mr. Charlton.) : time.

Bill (No. 3) to amend the Criminal Code, ! WEIGHTS AND MEASURES.
1892, for the purpose of making more effect-;
ual provision for the punishment of seduc-: Mr, WILSON moved for leave to intro-
tion and abduction.—(Mr. Charlton.) ‘duce Bill (No. 8) to amend the Act respect-
Bill (No. 6) to amend the Superannuation !ing weights and measures. He said: This
Act.—(Mr. McMullen.)  is the same Bill as was before the House last
: session. The weights are not at all accur-
rate in the case of certain articles, and it is
i desirable either that the actual weights be
GENERAL. put down or that the system be abolished.

Mr. MULOCK moved for leave to intro-, Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first
duce Bill (No. 4) to reduce the salary of the i time.

Governor General. ' LETTING OF CONTRACTS TO ALIENS
Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain. LB 8 TO ALIENS.
Mr. MULOCK. The title of the Bill is' Mr. McLENNAN moved for leave to in-

sufficiently explanatory. i troduce Bill (No. 9) to prevent the letting

, ‘of contracts to aliens. He said : Contracts

iSor}’le hon. MEMBERS. How much redue’;are let to aliens in this country while we
tion * ‘are deprived of the same privilege on the
Mr. MULOCK. That is a matter of detail. ' other side of the line. There are contract-

. . . cors in this country who have taken their
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the ﬁrst§ men, machinery and plant from the other
time. ! side, and any money saved by them or by

!the men in their employ is taken out of the

icountry. We think that we should protect

jour own labour. They are men who sub-

Mr. MULOCK moved for leave to intro- scribe to our revenues, and it is but right

duce Bill (No. 5) to amend the Act respect-: that we should protect them in the letting

ing the Senate and House of Commons. tof contracts when they are ostracised on

S T . the other side. There is nothing in this

Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain. i Bill to prevent aliens or emigrants coming

Mr. MULOCK. This is an Act to facili-. into Canada. Its sole object is to protect

tate hon. gentleman attending to their our contractors against people who refuse
duties free from other than public consid-.us employment on the other side.

SALARY OF THE GOVERNOR

SENATE AND HOUSE OF COMMONS.

erations. It is to provide that members: afotion agreed to, and Bill read the first
shall not draw mileage which they do not: ¢ine.
pay. |

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first: RAILWAY RETURN-FARE TICKETS.
time. ) H

: Mr. McLENNAN moved for leave to in-

_:troduce Bill (No. 10)° respecting the sale of
SEDITIOU%;égg ngg‘ %vggg ASSOCIA .railway reiurn-fare tickets. He said: The
) : object of this Bill is to prevent discrimina-

. Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) moved for leave tion against men who wish to take advan-
to introduce Bill (No. 7) further to amend ; t28e of second-class %resh c% xtn;m ‘?‘0 asks
the tenth chapter of the Consolidated Sta-!fOr 2 return second-class et ig refused at

) s4: ‘many stations, and we wish to give him the
2,‘}38‘f,‘,’gﬁ‘}&eﬁlgﬁ&%{gsﬁﬁ‘gi’gﬁtﬁdmm’“; right to get a second-class return ticket at
: .2 proportionate reduction to that allowed on
“Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What, first-class return tickets, on trains carrying
segigigus BSSOCiiitltionl i?l thlfs eXpectedl tO(ie%ﬂ§ first and second-class passengers.
with ? oes nclude, for example, sedi-! .
tious associations for the purpose of promot-|  Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first
ing rebellion in Ulster ? time. . .

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The Bill is iden-
tical with that introduced last session and
the previous session. It has for its object
the extension to the Masonic Lodges in the
province of Quebec, acting under the juris-
diction of the Grand Lodge of the province,
the same rights and privileges enjoyed by

. Mr. CasEy.

PAYMENT OF LABOUR ON
WORKS.

- Mr. McLENNAN moved for leave to in-
troduce Bill (No. 11) respecting the liability
of the Government and public companies
for labour used in the construction of public

PUBLIC
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works. He said: This Bill is intended to
protect men working on Government works
and on works comstructed by companies.
Coutracts are let by the Government and by
companies to contractors, who sub-let them
to other gontractors, who again sub-let, and
perhaps the one contract will be re-let three
or four times. Then it falls into the hands
of men who are not competent to carry on
the work, whose price is not sufficient to
enable them to carry it through. They find
out, after they have worked a month or two,
that they have not enough money to com-
plete their work, and they put what money
they have drawn into their pockets and
clear out, leaving the labourers unpaid.
This Bill will provide that the men employed
o public works shall be paid and that
soinebady must pay them. The failure to
pay men on public works has happened, I
may say, in almost every couniy in Can-

of a deteciive agency or mercantile agency
without being incorporated.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first
time. :

COPYRIGHT.

Mr. EDGAR asked, Has Her Majesty's
Government yet denounced the Berne Copy-
right Convention on behalf of Canada, as
requested ? 2. Has Her Majesty’s Govern-

ment yet given its assent to the issuing of

the proclamation by the Canadian Govern-
ment to bring into force the Canadian Copy-
right Act of 1889 ? 3. Dces the Government
propose to withheld the proclaiming of ihe
Act of 1889 indefinitely, to await the assent
of the Colonial Office 7

Mr, FOSTER. In reply I beg to say: 1.
Her Majesty’s Government has not yer de-

ada. and I thin’k it is thme that this should ! npounced the Berne Copyright Convention
be put a stop to. There is no reason Wby |on behalf of Canada, as requested. 2. Her
the Government should not protect itself. | Majesty’s Government has not yet given its
In the first place they call upon the con- | gssent to the issuing of the proclamation by

tactor to put up a 5 per cent deposit, and | the Canadian Government to bring into force
they only pay 90 per cent, on the estimates

as the work progresses, retaining 10 per
cent. Then under the specifications they
have a lien and claim on all plant, machinery
and borses, and everything that is put upon
the works ; and there is no reason why they
cannot protect the labouring man who is
doing the work.

Mr. LANGELIER. I -=vounld like to ask

the hon. gentleman what rethod it js pro-:.
N : ) : i interview with the Government for the pur-
posed under the Bill to adopu to protcct the pose of arriving at an understanding. The

fabourers as suggested ?

Mr. McLENNAN. The Bill to a large ex-
tent will explain itself, and it wiil not be
necessary to go into details until it is print-
ed. I shall then hope to be in a position to
explain fully my views in regard to tie Bill
in all its details. I think it can be easily
worked out. Practically, the Government
have now full power to protect the working-
INAaL.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first
tiine. ’

DETECTIVE CORPORATIONS AND
MERCANTILE AGENCIES.

Mr. SPROULE moved for leave to intro-
duce Bill (No. 12) respecting Detective Cor-
porations and Mercantile Agencies. He
‘said : The object of this Bill is to bring the
parties referred to under the surveillance
of the law and to have them act as corpora-
ticns ; first, by compelling themn to deposit
with the Secretary of State a bond for a
certain amount as surety in the event of
their doing injustice to individuals or coni-
mitting any illegal acts, and, second. by
providing that none shall carry on the work

the Canadian Copyright Act of 1889. 3..1
desire to say that after personal communi-
cations had with the late lamented Sir John
Thompson and the Colonial Office, a request
has been received within the last few days
to the Canadian Government from the Brit-
ish Government to send some person to talk
the matter over, so that instead of cor-
respondence with long intervals betwees,
the matter may be discussed by personal

Government proposes to act upon this re-
quest, and the proclaiming of the Act will
be delayed, not indefinitely perbaps, but
ceriainly until after that conference shail
have been bhad. And it is the purpose of
the Government to have that conference
take place as soon as it can possibly be done.

QUEBEC CITADEL GROCERIES CON-
TRACT.

AMr. EDGAR asked, In whose name has the
contract for the supply of groceries to the
Citadel at Quebec been standing in each of
the months of the year 1894 ? To whom
have cheques been issued in payment for
such supplies delivered during the year 1804:
giving dates and amounts and name or
nanies of endorsers in each case ? In whose
name has the contrazct for the supply of
groceries for the Citadel at Quebec becn
standing for the expired portion of the year
1895 ¥ To whom have cheques been issued
in payment for such supplies; the dates
and amounts and name or names of 2ndor-
sers in each case ?

Mr. FOSTER. With reference te that

question, I may say that some of the infor-
mation has not yet been received at the
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office. It has been sent for, and if my hon.
friend will allow the question to stand until
to-morrow it will probably be ready.

PUCOHIBITION COMMISSION—EX-
PENSES.

Mr. EDGAR asked, What is the amount
of the whole expenses in connection with
- the Royal Commission on the Liquor Tratlic?

Mr. FOSTER. I am not able to give the
information at present. The accounts are
being made up, but some details are stiil
incomplete. The statement will probably be
ready in a few days.

Mr. EDGAR. Let the question stand, then.

Mr. FOSTER. Yes; or, if he prefers. the
hon. gentleman might renew notice of the
question.

Mr. EDGAR. Let it stand.

VOTERS' LISTS—COST.

Mr. EDGAR asked, What is the entire cost
of the recent revision of the Dominiun
Voters’ Lists ? If the cost is not yet tully
ascertained, how; much of it is ascertained,
and what is the estimate of the Government
of the amount of the unascertained ex-
penses ? :

Mr. FOSTER. I will ask my hon. friend
1o allow that question to stand. I will make
the same request of my hon. friend from
West Elgin (Mr. Casey), who has given no-
tice of the mext question, which relates to
the same subject. The Secretary of State
is not here at present, and I have not the
information at hand. I will look after the
matter personally, however.

SEAL FISHERIES—COMPENSATION.

Mr. PRIOR asked, 1. Whether the hon.
Minister of Marine and, Fisheries has secn
a staterient in the press to the effect that
Sir Edward Grey had stated in the English
House of Commons that no request had heen
received from the Government of the Donil-
nion of Canada by the Imperial Government
asking them to advance the sum of $425,(0
to the sealers of British Columbia, ihat
being the amount agreed upon as proper
compensation under the Behring Sea awaril;
and which amoung the United States Gov-
ernment declines to hand over at once,
thereby causing great inconvenience and loss
to the Canadian sealers ? 2. If the statement
credited to Sir Edward Grey is true, what
reason has the Government for refusing to
make the request in accordance with the ex-
pressed wishes of those interested in the
sealing industry ?

. Mr. COSTIGAN. With regard to the first
.question I would answer in the affirmative—
the Minister has seen such a statement as

Mr. FosTER.
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that referred to. But I would like to 30 &
little further and state that the Government
of Cansda did not understand the * lump
sum?” of $425,000 as ‘‘ the amount agrei:l
upon as proper compensation under the
Behring Sea award,” but as an amount con-
ditionally offered and accepted by Her M-
jesty’s Government, with the concurrence
of the claimants, to satisfy their claims, if
paid immediately. With regard to the sec-
ond question, I may say that the Government
had no reason for refusing to make the 5>eo-
quest, and did not refuse, inasmuch as the
desire of the sealers was duly forwarde-l
through the proper channel, 6th March, anl
commended to favourable consideration.

WORLD'S FAIR-MEDALS AND
DIPLOMAS.

Mr. MeMULLEN asked, Whether the Gov-
ernment have any definite information when
the medals and diplomas of honour awarde«l
to Canadian exhibitors at the <Jhicagzo
World’s Fair of 1892, will be distributed ?
What has been the cause of the delay In
distribution ?

Mr. FOSTER. The obtairing of medils
and diplomas awarded to Canadian exhibit-
ors at the Columbian Exposition, Chicago.
has been a subject of correspondence. The
latest information received from the Waorld's
Columbian Commission at \Vashington,
dated January Sth last, is to the effect that
the Act of Congress of August, :.&)2:_ made
the appropriation for the preparation of
medals and diplomas to the hon. Secretary
of the Treasury direct, and, thercfore, the
Committee on Awards is withoitt responsi-
bility until they are delivered te it for dls-
tribution. The diplomas are being prepared
by the Bureau of Engraving and I'rinting
and the medals are being struck oil under

‘the supervision of the Director of the Mint.

The Director of the Mint has unefficially ad-
vised the Cominittee on Awards that the
medals will be completed about May or June

next.

VXPORTS TO AUSTRALIA.

Afr. CHARLTON asked, What were the
kinds and values of the articles embra:ceel
under the classification ‘* Other articles,”” on
page cf Trade and Navigation Returns 443,
for fiscal yvear ending 36th June, 1894 ; ex-
ported to Australia, amounting to $646, and
constituting the total of the exports of
animals and their produce from Canada to
Australia for the fiscal year ending 30th
June, 1894.

Mr. WALLACE. The kinds and values of
articles embraced under this classification
of * Other articles ” on page 448 of the Trade
and Navigation Returus for 1894, cannot be
separately given without getting the infor-
mation direct from the point of export, as
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these values are returned to this department | ABERDEEN.
under the item * Other articles.” Vancouver| rne Governor General transmits

- ve to the House
exported $i_)06, and Victoria '$14—0 of . the | of Commons, the Judgment of the Lords of the
value mentioned. I have written to these l Judicial Committee of the Imperial Council in

perts for the detailed information. i-the Manitoba Schools Case and the Imperial
i Order in Council founded thereon, together with

PROHIBITION COMMISSION—REPORT. ; the proceedings had before the Queen’s Privy
t Council for Canad#, and the Remedial Order of

!
Mr. CASEY asked, Whether the final re—{me Governor General in Council.
port of the Royal Commission on Prohibition ; Government House, )
has been presented to the Governor in Coun- Ottawa, 22nd April, 1895.

cil ? Has it been printed ? When will it be
laid before the Housce ? Has the evidence:
taken by the commission been printed ? If
so, when will it be laid before the House ¥:

Mr. FOSTER. In reply to the hon. mem- '
ber, I beg to say that the final report of the’
Royal Commission on Prohibition has been
presented to the Governor in Council. It:
has not been printed. It will be laid before:
the House as soon as the Address in reply
to the Speech from the Throne is passe:l. :
I am not quite sure whether the whole of -
the evidence has been printed, but I think -
it is nearly all printed ; and that also will:
be laid before the House in due time.

REPORT.

Trade and Navigation Returns for the

" Dominion of Canada, for the fiscal year end-
. ing 30th June, 1894.—(Mr. Wallace.)

AUDITOR GENERAL’'S REPORT.

Mr. McMULLEN. Might I inguire of the
leader of the House when we may expect 1o
hava the Auditor General’'s Report laid be-
fore the House ? It is now nine and a haif
months since the close of the fiscal year,

" 1894, and we have not yet before us thlis

" important blue-book, which is unquestion-

BIRTH OF AN HEIR APPARENT.

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

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message,
follows :—

ABERDEEN. |

The Governor General transmits to the Honsez
of Commons, a copy of a despatch dated 16th£
August, 1894, from the Right Hopnourable the
Secretary of State for the Colonies, requesting
by command of Her Majesty the Queen, that His
Excellency will convey to the Senate and House
of Commons of Canada an expression of Her
Majesty’s most cordial thanks for “their loyal
congratulations on the occasion of the birth of
a son to their Royal Highnesses the Duke and
Duchess of York.

Governmert House,
Ottawa, 22nd April, 1895.

GOVERNOR GENERAL’S WARRAN'TS.

Mr. FOSTER. 1 desire to lay or the
Tsable of the House, in accordance with the
Act, a statement of the Governor General's
Warrants on account of the filscal year
1894-95. made as directed by the Cousoli-
dated Revenue and Audit Act; also, a re-
turn of the Treasury Board’s over-rulings
on appeals from the decisions of the Aadi-
tor General, between the sessions of 1891
and 1895.

JUDGMENT OF THE IMPERIAL PRIVY
COUNCIL—MANITOBA SCHOOLS.

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

Mr.  SPEAKER read the Message, as
follows :—

38?

. ably one of the most important that is pre-
; sented to Parliament. It will be impossible
- for members to give their attention to the
-items of expenditure until that vaiuable book

is laid on the Table of the House. The

i Minister of Finance appecars to be anxious to
- expedite business, and he can certainly do

80 by giving members an opportunity of look-
ing through that large volume before pro-
ceeding with other business.

Mr. FOSTER. I have no doubt that the
report, or such portions of it as are neces-
sary, will be ready for the House when the
business to which it particularly appertains,
comes before the House. My hon. friend
has had all the more anticipatory pleasure
by the delay, he will have added to that the
actual pleasure of being able to peruse it
before many days.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think
we ought in all conscience to have it laid
before us as soon as possible.

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, it will be.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That Is
specially the duty of the Auditor General,
and he is usually very punctual in perform-
ing it. There is a great deal in what my hon.
friend says. We cannot discuss these esti-
mates properly without having had an op-
portunity of looking through the blue-books,
particularly that one. May I ask the hon.
Minister if he has got the statement of the

- 20th April, of the receipts and expenditures

which he has undertaken to bring down ?

Mr. FOSTER. I beg my hon. friend’s par-
don, it had slipped my mind. But they are
ready, and I will send for them.
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ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS EXCFKEI.-
LENCY’S SPEECH.

House resumed adjourned debate on the

proposed mation of Mr. Bennett for an AqQ-’

dress to His Excellency the Governor Gen-
eral in answer to his Speech from the
Throne.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I listened, SIr,
with a great deal of attention to the obser-
vations addressed to the House by the Min-
ister of Finance, who is now the leader of
the House, and the Minister of Justice, in
reference to the period at which Parliament
have been convened. 'They have stated to
the House the various excuses for calling
Parliament at this late period, and I am
Quite sure that none of them were entirely
satisfactory to their friends, as they cer-
tainly were not satisfactory to the hon. gen-
tlemen on this side of the House. The Min-
ister told us of the delays arising from the
decease of the late Premier ; he told us of
the. delays that were occasioned by the re-
ceipt and consideration of the judgment of
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council
in the Manitoba school case, but I
do not think that any of the reasons

whichk the hon. gentleman assigned,
some of which occurred before the
- period at which Parliaoment is usuaily

convened, and others of which transpired
at a period later than that at which Par-
liament usually meets, were satisfactory
to thgq House. I cannot understand how it
could be important that the hon. gentlemen
should engage in a political tour threough
the country, holding meetings in various
provinces of this Dominion looking to an
election, if it was their intention to meet
__Parliament at the usual season of the year.
Then, Sir, we were informed of the special
efforts that were being made to print the
. voters’ lists ; how it was found that sufli-
‘cient expeditlon could not be secured by
~ printing them at the Government office ; that ;
- gsome of them had been sent in manuscrlpt
. to Montreal, and others to certain news-:
~ papers supporting the Administration in To-
. ronto, for the purpose of being printed with ;
expedition, so that they might be avail- |
able at an earlier period of time. All;
these things pointed rather to an elec-|

tion than to a meeting of Parliament, and !

- I am quite sure if we were to brmg the
- Clerk of the Crown in Chancery to the bar

. of the House and ask him whether some in-

" struction' had not been given for the pre-
paration of the writs, we would find that
“instruction. had been given.
- find .in this matter that the Government
.’ have been considering their own safety and
- their own convenience rather than the public

T-__{"lnterest in deciding whether they would go
" to the. country or whether they would meet
‘. Parliament in séssion. Now, Sir, while the

- .Crown has a discretion with regard to-the
;'period at which Parliament may meet and
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with regard to whether Parlitament shall
be convened at all or not, that discretion is
not an arbitrary discretion, it is a consti-
tutional discretion, and I do not understand
how, if a constitutional duty had arisen
which made it necessary and proper that
the Government should have dissolved Par-
liament and should have gone to the coun-
try, how they could constitutionally and
properly reconsider that proposition and hold
a session instead of holding an election. The
hon. gentlemen who have addressed the
House from the Treasury benches have not
given us information on that subject. They
have certainly laid down rules with respect
to the rights of the Crown and the consti-
tutional rights of Ministers in the matter,
which are not sustained by any writer upon
this subject. Then, Sir, we have had laid
down by the Minister of Finance a new doc-
trine of ministerial responsibility. My hon.
friend called attention to a letter which had
been read by Sir Charles Tupper, a Min-
ister of the Crown in this IHouse, written
by the Deputy Minister of the Interior, in
which he predicted that a very large
amount of money ivould be realized from
the sale of the public domain in the North-
west Territories before 1891, and after
1883, and stating that not less than $58,000,-
000 would be available from the sale of
public land. When my hon. friend read
that letter and reminded the Minister of
the illusory character of the prediction, the
i Minister denied .the responsibility of the
former Minister who read that letter to the
House, and maintained, that the responsi-
bility rested solely on the author of the
letter, Mr. Bnrvess, Deputy Minister of the
Interior. I deny that doctrine altogether.
I remember very well in this House when
Mr. Mackenzie referred to the reports made
by his engineers with respect to the
Pacific Railway survey, upon whicix he
relied, that he was charged with at-
tempting to shift. the responsibility from
this own shounlders to those of the
'officers of his department. He denied
;any intention of doing that; if It
‘had simply been a question of fact with
i respect to matters which had already
* transpired, and if the Deputy Minister had
made an inaccurate statement, and the
Minister might have very well said that he
made the statement in good faith, and he
relied on the representations made by
his department But a Deputy Minister
when called upon by his chief to engage in
the work of prophesying, and when called on
to predict what would be the state of things
eight or ten years after the period at which
he was writing® the Minister who read that
letter to the House assumed the responsibil-
ity for the declaration that the state of
things there foreshadowed were such as he
was justified in relying upon and present-
ing to the country, and the- Minister assum-
‘ed entire responsibility for a statement of
that kmd ‘So that the Government can-
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not escape the reponsibility for the glowing
pictures they have drawn with respect to
the North-west Territories, and with re-
spect to the state of the country, by stating '

that they are not responsible, that they,

have ne¢ respounsibility in the matter, that:
it rests entirely upon their Deputies. 1
could not help noticing, Mr. Speaker, how

much both the Minister of FFinance and the:
Minister of Justice worried over the posi-:
They -

tion of the leader of the Opposition.
demanded that he should discuss a question
which they refused to discuss. They said:

We are very anxious to know what the:
views of the leader of the Opposition are

upon the Manitoba School question ; but, at
the same time, they informed the House

that the question, for the present, was rele- .
gated to the Government of Manitoba, and .
that it would be an-imprudent, an improper :

act on their part to enter upon the discus-
sion of any feature of that question until
the Manitesba Government had pronounced
its deliverance on it.
shoulders,

Government resting on their

come to this House and demand from my

hon. friend beside me a declaration of opin-
ion which they themselves decline to offer.
They have placed themselves in rather an
uncomfortable position.

placed. They have put the chestnuts in
very hot ashes, and while they insist they
are there properly and they shall have the
privilege of eating them after they are

cooked, they ask the leader ot the Opposi--
tion to be good enough to pull those chest-.
I think:

nuts out of the fire. Well, Sir,
he has very properly declined that task ;

I think he would have been going far afield
if, while having none of the responsibility

of the administration of public affairs rest-

ing upon his shoulders, he should have come :
to the rescue of the Government who are
confessedly, by their own proposition, in-:

capable of dealing successfully with the
question. The Minister of Justice in-
formed us that we have a new Premier,
and also that we have a new leader in

this House,—and we knew before we came !

here that the choice of leader was not a
choice very acceptable to him. The Minister
of Justice also informed us that the National
Policy had become a real Ishmael, that the

Government have a8 new baby, that is to,

be the heir of promise on this ocecasion,

99

- hdy

Yet those hon. gen- .
tlemen who have the responsibility of the:

They seem to:
think that it is a patriotic duty for the:
leader of the Opposition to assist them out
of the embarrassment in which they are
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‘cussion. When the hon gentleman made
this statement. I thought this new child of
xpromnse to the (,onservatnve party in this
House was not altogether unlike Ginks’
baby. The whole Government were not
quite united in describing it. Some regard
‘it as a very proper infant, and one entitled
to the utmost attention and care. Rumour
has it that the real parent is the Minister
of Public Works. He has taken a very
- great deal of interest in this youngster,
cand its appearance among the Cabinet
. has led to a good deal of difference of opin-
ion, and much angry discussion. There
is a dispute as regards its character, some
! wishing to cast a doubt om it, and others
' wishing to give it the greatest possible at-
tention. There is, in fact, so far as one
can judge, a dispute as to the sex of the

infant, and they wish to bring it to
+my hon. friend here for him to
i decide the differences between them.

. They bhave sent it abroad ; they have asked
Manitoba to take charge of it, and until they
know what Manitoba will do they are not
cin a position to say anything further in
regard to it. It is remarked that the Con-
stroiler of Customs was greatly scandalized
. by the appearance of this youngster, and that
. in fact he threatened to desert the family
if the family did not desert the baby. We
hardly know the position of the hon. member .
at the present time upon this subject. We
do not know whether he is reconciled to
: the adoption of the interesting infant into
- the Government family or not, and I sup-
pose we shall not know until the Govern-
ment hear from Manitoba. The Minister of
Justice said that my hon. friend beside me
(Mr. Laurier), was struggling to avoid a dis-
cussion upon this burning subject. Burning
- what ? Burning whom ? The Minister did
not tell us. He says that other ques-
tions have been discussed ‘ad nauseam?’
-and that the public are weary hearing any-
thing with regard to them. Well, Sir, the
Ministers made peregrinations through the
country not very many months ago, and they
- discussed what they thought were the in-
. teresting public questions. Did they say
anything about this question ? Did they tell
the public what they intended to do or how
. they intended to deal with it ? I fancy that
i the hon. the Minister of Railways had some-
thing to say with regard to the tariff, and
‘I think he bad something toc say with re-
' gard to the Tay Canal. He had something
to say alsc with regard to many other ques-
tions connected with the public service, but

that the subject of the National Policy and | he did not think then that he was discussing
other issues had been discussed ad pauseam, ! : dead issues or questicns in which the public
that he wished to hear nothing more about ! had no longer any interest. I also find,
them, that there are other questions, live | according to the reports of the ministerial
questions before the country, and that he | papers, that his colleagues followed in very
had the courage to discuss them at Antigo-  much the same line. In my opinion, Sir,
nish, although he said it was improper torl the conduct of the Government and the con-
g Minister of the Crown to discuss them | duct of the electors in the constituencies
here, but a highly proper act for the leader | which have recently had an opportunity of
of the Opposition to engage in such & dis- | expressing an opmion, show that these mat-
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ters are not dead isswes. The public are: We admit that there are grievances re-
tired of the present tariff, I believe, but! quiring redress and abuses requiring re-
they are not tired of the discussion of the: formation, and we are of opinion that they
subject and they are not disposed to treat, are not likely to be redressed, mor is the
with indifference the question as to whether : reformation to be brought about so long
they will get rid of the tariff, or whether ' as the Government continues in the pre-
they will longer submit to its burthens. The : sent unskilful hands. But, we think that
public are not tired of the discussion of the: that is no reason why we should undertake
Tay Canal; they are not tired of hearing ' to assist the Ministry in the discharge of
something with regard to the disinterested! tbhose duties for which they claim eminent
and patriotic services of the Government. fitness and superior ability. Now, Sir, the

candidate in West Quebec, and they are
not tired hearing something of the sterling
integrity of St. Louis of Montrezl.
public are still interesied in public blunders

iaa

and in public plunders that have taken

}

v
i
il
'

I
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hon. gentlemen evidently are disturbed
by this new infant that is substituted for

The ! the Naticnal Policy in the coming contest.

The Minister of Finance informs the House
that he escaped with a whole skin and with-

place. I am charging nothing against the | out & scratch. He was as fortunate as Daniel

Government, I am speaking of the facis
which have been dQisclosed in this Housge
and admitted. All these matters are matters
of public interest. The public are not dis-
posed to say that there is nothing of in-
terest to them in the five millions dollars
of deficit for the nine months of the cur-
rent year, which my hon. friend from South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwrigzht) has point-
ed out. These things of c¢ourse are not of
interest to the Minister of Justice, and
neither is the condition of the North-west,
the absence of population there, the deser-
tion of the country by some of those who
were there and the straightened circum-
stances and the distress that exists amongst
that people. All these matters the public
care to hear about, although the Minister
himself may have become thoroughly tired
of their consideration. The observations of
the two Ministers who have addressed the
House,—and who directed their addresses
to my hon. friend beside me (Mr. Laurier)—
remind me something of the story of Tom
Sawyer's experience in painting the fence.
He had great skill in white-washing. He
interested the boys who were about him
and some of them were willing to pay bhim
something to try whether or not they could
do it as well as he could. The Ministers
have addressed my hon. friend (Mr. Laurier)
much as Tom Sawrer addressed the boys
who watched him carrying on his white-
washing operations. The Ministers said
to my hon. friend: Show us what you
think of this subject, explain to us your
view, let us see what skill you possess, if
the responsibility rested with you let us
learn from you how you would solve the
difficulty. But my hon. friend cannot be
drawn into the service of the Government
just as the boys around Tom Sawyer were
drawn in by tkhat Kknowing young man.
Tom was & little more skilful in his business
than the Minister of Finance and the
Minister of Justice have been on this oec-
casion. Sir, I adopt,—and I think it is
generally adopted on this side of the House
—the opinion of Sir Robert Peel, who said :
It would be time enough for him to pre-
scribe when his Sovereign called him in.
We admit that there is disease existing.

Mr. MiLLs (Bothwell).

'
!
|

in getting out of the dem of lions. The
Hon. Minister spoke with great earnest-
ness and it was not a facetious matter with
him at all. It was perfectly clear that the
Minister of Finance thought that some of
his colleagues were not s¢ fortunate as he.
and you have but to look at the Minister of
Public Works with his serious face, with
that haggard look, and you will see that the
matters which appal the Minister of Fi-
nance were matters of serious difficulty to
him. I do not wonder that the hon. gentle-
man did not care to go to the country after
this subject was discussed. The hon.
gentleman of course knowing what terrible
difficulties +were amongst twelve men,
thought and thought seriously: if this
happens amongst twelve men, what will
be the condition of the country if five
millions of people are called into a * melee’
such as that existing among Ministers of
the Crown. Now, Sir. this may have had,
and I have no doubt it has had, an im-
portant influence upon the Controller of
Customs. 1 think it goes a long way to ex-
cuse, and perhaps to fully explain, the posi-
tion of that hon. gentleman. The hon.
Controller of Customs was ready to
stand with one party in preventing home
rule on the other side of the Atlantic,
law or no law ; he was prepared to stand
by his friends in Ulster in opposition to the
law. It is declared that on this side of
the Adtlantic the hon. gentleman is ready.
law or no law, to stand with his friends
in the province of Manitoba. No doubt,
when the question comes to be discussed,
the hon. gentleman will be able to explain
to us how it is that he takes one view of
the question when he looks across the At-
lantic, and takes another and different
view when he looks towards the west. 1
de not know whether the hon. gentleman
will shoulder his musket and strap on his
bayonet in the ore case as well as in the
other. An Impression has gone abroad
that he has modifled his opinicns, and is
reconciled to the views of the mother of
this interesting infant, the hon. Minister
of Public Works. The hkon. Minister of
Justice said that my hon. friend from South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) found it
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necessary to appeal to my hon. friend the
leader of the Opposition for a certificate, in
order that he might become the Reform
candidate in Oxford. The hon. gentleman
did not tell us what kind of a certificate
was required ; it would not have suited
his purpose to do that. The hon. Minister
of Justice, it is rumoured, sulked in his
tent. He is a younger man than my bhon.
friend, and he has a parent, a father,
living ; and it is rumoured that he threat-
ened his colleague with the wrath of the
mighty father. 1 do not know whether
that is so or not. It is also rumoured that
the Prime Minister addressed to the Min-
ister of Justice on that occasion an inter-
esting letter, which ecalled him out of his
tent, and put him back again in the public
department of which he has charge. It
would be interesting to know what were
the contents of that letter. Then we were
told that the Minister of Finance was also
interested in the matter. Now, I do not
think the Alinister of Finance was helping
anybody to obtain a nomination. His case,
it is said, is a case of the head being
heiped by the tail. The Minister of Fi-
nance has adopted the scripturial rule of
not putting his trust in Kings; he has re-
tired from Kings. The hon. gentleman has
gone to the * Temple” to worship. There
is where he is now said to pay his devo-
tions; and there is an impression abroad—
I do not know how well it is founded—that
he will require to sacrifice something more
than a turtie dove and two young pigeons
to be successful—that nothing less than an
unblemished
purpose. Now, Mr. Speaker, the hon. Min-
jsters have spoken of their success in the
four elections which hsave recently taken
place. Three of those constituencies, prior
to the elections, were represented in this
House by supporters of the Administra-
tion ; now, three of them are represented
by gentlemen who were opposed by the
Administration. In Quebec West, the
Government supported the candidature of
Mr. McGreevy. Mr., McGreevy was en-
titled to their support. e bas endured
a good deal on their account. That
hon. gentleman was expelled ;from this
House ; he endured that rather than give
evidence. He was prosecuted civilly, and
judgment was obtained against him ; he
was prosecuted criminally, and was sent to
jail. Having been purified by these pro-
cesses, he was qualitied again to become a
candidate, and was entitled to receive sup-
port from that side of the House. The
Ministry, in the Address, and in the Specch
which they have put in the mouth of His
Excellency, have, for the first time since
1878 admitted that the country is ot in a
highly prosperous condition ; but they con-
sole themselves by declaring that mavters
are not as bad here as they are eisewhare.
The hon. Minister of Justice pointed ocut
that Lord Salisbury had made a ragular

male sheep will serve his|
‘argued in this House for three sessions that

iue ruin speech with regard to the staie
of agriculture in England ; and the hon.
gentleman himself, while admitting that
the country was far from presperous, main-
tained that the farming population of Eng-
and were in even a more disastrous condi-
tion than the farming population of Can-
ada. This is the first time we have lLad a
statement from hon. gentlemen opposite of
the relative condition of this couvutry. For
the last fifteen years, the hon. gentlemen
have carefully ignored the fact that ihere
was a general depression throughout the
world from 1873 to 1880 ; they have care-
fully ignored the fact during that period
Canada suffered less than almost any other
country in Christendom. They have care-
fully ignored the fact that real property
did not shrink in value at all, and that
personal property and manufactured gnogds,
such as textile fabries, shrunk in value less
in Canada than in the United Kingdom, the
United States, or Germany. But the hon.
gentleman says: * Qh, but you had u de-
ficit ther, and your deficit happened not-
withstanding the fact that you did not re-
duce the taxes.” Well, Mr. Speaker, our
rate of taxation was a little more than
half the present rate of taxation. If we
had been disposed, in a period of distress,
to increase taxation on the people »f Can-
ada, we might very easily have made up
the amount of the deficit that then existed.
The hon. gentleman said : “ But I reduced
the rate of taxation.” How did the hon.
zentleman reduce it? He took the taxes off
sugar. He says he made a large concession
to the people there. Well, Sir Leonard Tilley

the tax on sugar did not increase the price,
and he compared the prices of sugar in
the New York market with the prices of
sugar in Montreal and Halifax to show that
no increase took piace as the result of the
tariff. The hon. gentleman no doubt has ob-
tained light since that period, and so no doubt
have his colleagues and his friends wio sit
behind him, and we are glad that e is now
ready to make this concession ; bat the re-
duction of the duty on sugar is indeed a
very sinall matter when ocompared with
the actnal rates of taxation on aliaoxt every-
thing else throughout the country. The hon.
gentleman has not told uvus when or how
the very large deficit now existing is to be
met. He inlks of ecoitomy . he says that
when we go into Committee of Ways and
AMeans he will ask the House to make the
necessary appropriations. What is the cb-
ject of going into Committee of Ways and
Means except to provide an adedquate sum
for the expenditures that are to take place ?
Will the hon. gentleman be prepared, when
he asks this House to go inte Commitiee
of Ways and Means, to make adequate
provision for the expenditures which he
expects- the Government to incur during
the next twelve months ? The hon. gentle-
man referred us to a number of matters.

.
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He called our attention to the public lands
of the North-west, and he feebly hinled
that some matter or transaciion between !
the Canadian Pacific Railway and  the
Government is to be brought under the at-:
tention of Parliament this session. The hon. '
gentleman knows that the condition of
things in the North-west, which has seri-|
ously affected the revenues of the Canadian |
Pacific Railway, is in a large degree due:
to the change of route. 'The line whivh was
surveyed by Mr. Sandford Fleming, and .
which ran through a fertile belt from !
Winnipeg to the Rocky Mountains was
abandoned, and a line was adopted which
carried the road through the American;f
desert. People have been invited into that:
country and have found it, two or rhres
seasons to one, almost uninhabitable and:
unproductive, and that has had the effect of .
giving to the country & bad name and:
seriously interfering with its settlemeart. .
Now, I think the statements made by the’
hon. gentleman go to show that the condition .
of the country is very grave, that its finan- |
cial condition is imperilled. You have great :
public works and enterprises existing in
the country, none of which are remunera-
tive at this moment and the largest of
which are not paying current expenses. This:
is a serious condition of things, which re-
quires to be carefully considered by this;
House during this session. or the House will |
be derelict in its duty. The time has come |
when it will no longer serve the purpose of
the Government to give charters for railway |
lines to penniless adventurers in order that
they may sell the land grants attached and
make private fortunes at the public expense.
There was a period in the history of the
mother country when the Crown domain
was given away to favourites of the Crown.
and the Crown domain in Canada bhas for
some years been in the same way bestowed
on the favourites, not of the Crown, but of
the Administration. During last session we
had a railway charter given to a company
composed of men without means or capital.
for the construction of a road through a
section where no settlers had yet gone and
where none are required—where none ought |
to be for the next twenty years. And for
what purpose ? To promote the public
interest ? Not at all. For the purpose of
enabling some men to make a fortune by
offering the charter to capitalists in New
York, England, or the continent of Europe.
But the time has gone by when that system
can longer be practiced, and it is in the
interests of the people of this country to
sce that that system is no longer continued.
The Minister of Finance has preached to
us economy. But the Minister of Justice
' has everywhere throughout the country
taunted ns with being a party of economists,
with undertaking to economise too much.
with wishing to starve public works, by
“not making the necessary liberal appropri-
ations. Whose  view is to prevail—that of

 Mr. Mirus (Bothwell).

the Minister of Finance or that of the
Minister of Justice ? It is perfectly obvious
that if the views of the Minister of Justice
are to prevail—and they have prevailed in
the past—the hopes of the Minister of
Finance are not likely to secure to him any-

. thing like an equality between the expen-

diture of the Government and the revenue
of the country. This country has been for
the past ten years travelling over precisely
the same road taken by the Argentine Re-
public. We know where the expenditures
of that republic have landed it. We know
what its financial position is at presenrt.
And unless this Parliament is prepared
vigorously to take held of the subject of
public expenditures, unless it is prepared

' to inquire into our management of public

works and undertakings and to see that no
appropriation is made for any works that

"is not meritorious in its character and de-

serviag of public aid, this country will. in
an incredibly short period, be in precisely
the same position as that to which the
South American republic has been reduced.
The hon. gentleman referred to the question
of preferential trade with the coloniex.
Well, Mr. Speaker, I am not going to quarrel
with his proposition. I do not think ic
amounts to much. I think that two months’

{ trade with the neighbouring republic would

amount to more than two years’ trade with
the colonies with which the hon. gentleman
has undertaken to make these arrangements.
The past experience of this country, the con-
dition of those colonies, the products of
those colonies, for export, show that that is

i the ease.. The hon. gentleman has also re-

ferred to the case of Newfoundland. I am
not going to discuss that subject te-day.
We shall have that up when the terms
agreed upon are submitted to us.
But I will say this. that if it had not been
for the active interference of the Canadian
Sovernment, the Blaine-Bond ‘freaty would
have been in operaticn. That treaty would
have been of great advantage to the colony
of Newfoundland. And had it been in force.
the celony weuld have escaped the financial
depression that has occurred, while it could
have done us no possible mischief. New-
foundland would have been infinitely better
off if our Government had minded its own
business and let that cclony alone than it
can possible be by any arrangement which
would make it a part and parcel of the
Canadian Confederation. Newfoundland no
doubt will become a part of this confedera-
tion some time or other, but if the hon.
gentleman thinks that he can carry out any
arrangement in the existing state of New-
foundland, with the unsettled French shore
question in the position in which it is to-
day, he will find himself mistaken. My im-
pression is that the people of Canada will
not agree to any arrangement by which
France will be made for all time to come a
substantial factor in the government of this
country. So that, unless the hon. gentleman is
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prepared to show that the question has been | I was somewhat surprised that nothing had
satisfactorily settled, before the scheme of?_ been said heretofore about that great man.
union is submitted to this Heuse, I think: Fdlix Geoffrion occupied a prominent posi-
it will not be acceptable to the people of ' tion in the country for many years. He
this country. I do not intend, Mr. Speaker. : raised himself from the rank of a humble
to trespass further ypen the attention of  notary to that of Minister of the Crown by
the House in discussing the Address. I his intelligence and high character., beinyg
think, Sir, that the policy shadowed forth a shining example of that great French
means a very great deal to this country ;- unationality., whose members. by their great
that it points to additional burdens, ad- perseverance and by their brilliancy of
ditional burdens that at this time we can . character have assisted the great Anglo-
ill bear. and the proposals of the Govern- Saxoun race, in developing this country from
ment, when they are submitted to us will | the wilderness which their great proge-
call for careful consideration by this House. | nitor, Jacques Cartier, found as he made
¢ his way up the St. Lawrence into the great

Sir JAMES GRANT. The Address of His'@ western country. I have very little more
Ixcelleney as presented to this Mouse on' to say upon this subject, but I must say
this occasion is one that embraces more: that at no time in the history of Canada has
facts for discussion than any speech from: our Chamber experienced greater losses
the Throne that I have read for many a than on the present occasion. It was not my
vear. For that reason I ask the indulgence: intention to speak at any length upon
of this IHouse while I offer a very few ob- the trade question, upon the fiscal policy
servations. The session is significant in of this country, although there is a reference
many respects. In the first place, on our made in the Address to His Excellency upon
entering here we found two floral wreaths, - the depression of trade. But, after the obser-
one upon the desk ot a departed miember of * vations of the hon. member for South Ox-
the Conservative side of the House and the ford (Sir Richard Cartwrighty the other
othev a tribute to the memory of an hon.' evening in which he afforded us the oppor-
member on the other side. These members tunity of conning over the deficits which he
have passed away during the short interval  said were ahont te fall npon this country,
that has elapsed since we had the pleasure - I cannot but make a few observations upon
of meeting here before. In their departure this point. It is true there is a great de-
both have left a noble record in the history ; pression in this country, as in every other
of this country. The able, I might say the: portion of the known world. Such has been
admirable address delivered by the leader the experience of those concerned in trads
of the Opposition on the death of our late during the past two years.. But I think
lamented Premier, is characteristic of the that of all the parts of the world there is
ability and genius of that great French not one that has escaped that depression
patriot, who, by his elegance, by his irre- better than Canada. As a proof of this, I
sistible eloquence on all occasions of this: would ask any sensible man to consider the
kind, wins the encomiums of this House result of the loan made by the Hon. Minister
and this country. I listened to his obser-' of Finance last year. 'That wax one of the
vations with much pride and satisfaction. Dbest financial operations ever effected for
inasmuch as he showed that he bore to the this country, and that during a time o de-
members of this House a nobleness of senti- ' pression. And what was the cause of his
ment that is well deserving of the members  suceess ?° It was that the people of Great
of this assembly. Then, the observations Britain have confidence in this country.
which fell from the Minister of Finance have confidence in our resources and in our
were a perfect eulogy, in fact a pany- ' people. They know what we have accom-
weric of a great man, his associate in this . plished, within a short space of time, nad
House and in the administration of this: they are ready and willing to give us the
country, I was not at all surprised that the : support which we have shown that we de-
cad event should call forth from him the ex- serve. The trade question is doubtless a
pression of such touching sentiments, which | very important one, and there are some
must bave gone to the hearts of every one notable facts in connection with ir. The de-
who listened to him. On the death of Sir pression is said to be due to the fact that we
Robert Peel the London * Times * observed. | have a system of protection in this coynrry.
that * statesmanship is the brightest jewel | But, if we go back to the time when Haon.
in t2tie casket of the Empire,” and certainly. | Edward Blake was leader of the tnposi-
around no one'’s life’s career has a brighter : tion in this country, we know perfectly well
‘halo been thrown than around that of our;that he issued a circular note to manufactur-
departed Premier, the late Sir John Thowmp- | ers of this country, declaring that if his
son. I trust that now the wealth of the, party attained power they were not going
country will flow in the same channel asto interfere with the policy which had been
its tears, in order that & fitting tribute may (in force. We very well know that Sir
be given to those who have been left to! Charles Tupper, when he was Minister of
mourn the loss of so great & man. We have | Finance, en the floor of this ITouse con-
also parted with a dear old friend in the! plimented Mr. Blake ou the expression.of
person of Hon. Félix Geoffrion. I must say | those sentimeuts, ¢s it was proof that he him-
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self saw the desirability of continuing the
system of protection in Canada. Now,
Mr. Speaker, in order to get over the
difficulty, our friends of the Opposition un-
dertook the advocacy of various means of

raising the revenue in order to see if by any

one of these means they could gain the pub-'
lic confidence. 'The first was unrestricted
reciprocity ; second, commercial union:
third, continental free trade. Every one of
these they advocated as strenuously as they
were able to do ; and although they brought
to bear upon these points all the fire, and’
eloquence, and erudition of which they. were-
masters, still they were not able to commend
them to the country. Why ? Because the:
people had not confidence in them ; these
gentlemen had not shown that these prin-:
ciples would be advantageous to the coun-:
try ; our financial men and the public gen-°
erally would not adopt those principles, and
as a consequence, the Conservative party:
is in power to-day, having not only the con-
fidence of this House, but also the confi-’
dence of the country. Shortly afterwards
we remember that they held a convention:
here at Ottawa. which drew together a:
great many gecod men. I know perfectly !
well that there are good, and sound, and
substantial Reformers in this country ;:
there are men in that party who are doing:
their utmost to advance the interests of the
country as well as of their party. But they,
fail in their diagnosis, they do not thor-;
oughly understand the position, or, if they:
do understand it, these words may be ap-!
plied to them :
Convince a man against his will,
He’s of the same opinion still.

At that convention what did we see ? We
heard the hon. leader of the Opposition
using these words : “I will go to the mother
country and not to the United States for an
example.” Again, in his Winnipeg speech :
‘““We shall not give in one whit until we
succeed in carrying into effect the British
system of tariff.”” And again, in his $t.
Thomas speech : ‘“We shall not leave &
trace of protection ; every vestige of pro-
tection shall be removed from the soil of
Canada.” Now, he says he will go to the
mother land and not to the United States for
an example. Well, Sir, if we look at the
history of the mother land, what do we find ?
Sir, during the last two months, when a gene-
ral election was in prospect, we found indivi-
duals addressing audiences in various por-
tions of Canada, preaching free trade and low
prices. That was the motto. What have
free trade and low prices brought about ?
If we look at the history of England, what
do we find? That since 1889 they have
lost over £60,000,000 in their exports.
There are now 3,000,000 acres of Iland
less under cultivation than there were
at that time. After fifty years of
free trade, the people of England are
crying out to-day for protection in almost

i
1
i

every part of that country. The Right Hon.
Sir JAMES GRANT.

Mr. Chaplin, who was Minister of Agricul-

ture in Lord Salisbury’s Administration, said

last February, when addressing the English
House of Commons, that they were passing
through one of the most remarkable crises
in agriculture ever known in the history of
England. Mr. Balfotir, the same day, en-
dorsed that opinion, and stated that Eng-
land to-day was passing through & crisis in

-agriculture, in commerce and in finance such

as they had not known during the present
century, and he attributed it entirely to low
prices, the result of protection. And why ?
Because the products of almost every coun-
try in the world are flowing in there un-
checked by any additional taxation, so that
the farming community cannot earn an hon-
est living by the sale of their products in
competition with the surplus products of
other portions of the world. Now, I ask any
sensible man, how is it possible for our far-
mers to go in for low prices when, owing

,to the protective tariff. of the United States

and other countries, they cannot sell their
products to those countries, and in the only
market that is open to them, Great Britain,
they still have to compete with low prices ?
Now, the Montreal *“ Witness ” says : If free
trade is introduced, you will have a greater
importation of manufactured products into
Canada. It is true that we have manu-
factured products brought in from the
Uuited States ; we would have them brought
in from Europe, and as a conseguence our
markets would be drugged, our manufactur-
ers would be obliged to close their estab-
lishments, the trade of the country would be

paralyzed, and thousands of people would

be thrown out of employment. *“ We shall
not give in one whit until we succeed in
carrying into effect the British system of
tariff,” says Mr. Laurier. If they carry
into effect the British system of tariff, can
the farmers of this country continue their
support to a party who opposes protection,
who will introduce a policy which so re-
duces the sale of their goods that their
best customers, their best trade, will be cut
off, and their resources will be paralyzed, as
the resources of English farmers are being
paralyzed to-day ? * We will not leave one
trace of protection, every vestige of protec-
tion shaill be removed,” says Mr. Laurier.
Now, if there is going to be no protection,
where are the 35 or 36 millions coming froin
to carry on the affairs of this country ? I
cannot understand where they are going to
get the money ; the point is not clear. They
say, Oh, if we only get into power, we will
introduce such-and-such a policy. I want
them to say now what they mean. Let them
tell the country what they mean, and where
these 3G millions are coming from. The
jeader of the Opposition at Winnipeg, said :
We will place a tax upon raw materials,
that is where the revenue is coming from.
But what will be our position immediately
that tax is placed on raw material ? What
are raw maferials ? Sugar, cotton, binder-

®
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twine—I will mention but a few of them.|sirable to have a change in the tariff cys-
Take sugar, the largest article of importa-; tem, and since that time that Empire Las
tion into this country. We know well that enjoyed a protective system. Hence, the
during the Mackenzie Administration our: progress and prosperity of the country, and
sugar factories had to shut down with a tax; its satisfactory position, financially, hence
of 40 per cent on the manufactured material , the development of its industries and re-
and a heavy tax on the raw material brought | sources, until to-day Russia is lookad uvpon
into this country. The Minister of Finance as one of the great powers of the world,
stated the other day in his address, that if . and one that is fully and thoronghly de-
the Administration were willing to bring termined to maintain that protective system
back the ordinary sugar tariff, they could: under which its industries have developed
wipe out the present deficit in this country, and prospered. ILet me say a few
and show the people in a tangible form words with respect to our neighbouring
where they were cutting off the revenue in republic. According to Professor Thomp-
order to meet the wants and requirements son, one of the greatest authorities on
of the people and give them cheap articles.: political economy within the past cen-
The Opposition are crying out for cheap: tury, the tariff of the TUnited States has
articles. They say they will reduce taxa- been changed no less than nine times, and
tion and give the people cheap articles.; on four separate occasions the whole scaf-
They say that if free trade was introducedq, | folding of the tariff system has been broken
the farmers would be able to live without down and rebuilt. Now, through the Wil-
any effort. But once you bring in that free son Bill, which gives a higher proteciive
trade and those materials are taxed, as they . tariff than any introduced into this connuy,
_say, in order to raise the revenue, we will: the American people are determmned to
see at once where we will be. Then take allow the principles of protection to siand,
the article of cotton. Put one or two cents'gnd that the scaffolding of the tariff shall
per pound upon cotton produced in the be retained for at least not less thun a
United States, and you would shut up every: quarter of a century. We know well that
cotton industry in this country. I|the people of this country have done every-
state that without fear of contradiction. I thing in their power to promote the prin-
assure you, Mr. Speaker and hon. gentlemen, ; ¢ciple of reciprocity between Canada and the
that it is a very sericus problem. We can- United States. No less than on fourteen

not afford to have that tax placed on cotton
at the present time. As regards binder-
twine made from ordinary jute, that Iis
also a farmers’ product, it is not produced
here. It is one of those materials very
largely used to-day by farmers in tying
up their grain. Immediately you put a tax
upon it, the farmers complain. But that is not
done by the Conservative party, it is contem-
plated by the Reformers, because they wish
to raise a revenue, and the only way they
can raise a revenue, according to the prin-
ciples of free trade, is to put a tax on these
raw materials which are now, under the
policy of the Conservative party, giving
such cheap products to the people of our
country, which policy we intend to preserve
and which we are determined to protect so
far as we possibly can. There is one great
principle that it is necessary for our people
to uphold, and that is te defend and main-
tain our defensive tariff, and build up our
industries and retain our home market.
We know perfectly well what protection
has done in the past, and what it s
doing in the present. Those who visited

‘ occasions have our public men approached
: the leaders ¢f the Government a‘t Washing-
.ton, and only once during that whole period,
-in 1854, were they successful; and no sooner
.had that treaty of reciprocity expired in
11866 than it was cut off almost instantane-
ously, and, notwithstanding the efforts
‘made by British statesmen, notwithstand-
‘ing the efforts of our Canadian pub-
lic men, we have not been able, up
.to the present time, to introduce any
-principle of trade and commerce that
.would be acceptable to the American
‘authorities since the abrogatioun of that re-
i ciprocity treaty. Our public wen have
i been found fault with in this connention.
: The late Sir John Thompson, and the )Hre-
! sent leader of the House, when they visited
. Washington during the administration of
the late M. Blaine, did everything to
promote the principles of reciprocity.
.But they were told : Gentlemen, we can-
‘not grant reciprocity between the United

! States and Canada unless you discrim-

‘inate against Great Britain.

. Those pub-
lic men,

like true patriots, having the

the World’s Exhibition at Chicago, and \yeifare of the country at heart, recog-
saw the extraordinary outcome of the Pro-ipjzing what Great Britain has done for
tected industries of Germany and France, | gapada, and how desirous we are to remain
must have observed at a glance what those 5 nait of the Empire, said : No, gentlemen.
e e e Shs | ber fhan surrsndes thoso pilnlpes ¢
. » & i will return to our domiciles and to the

B Yo ook R e omtey nad free | Larliament of Canada, and let the people
y S | 2d to wain-

trade for a time ; but in 1819 that remark- ta?i?lwthe apow:gaand ;re:tggloi} Grgat ‘Bri-
able statesman, Count Nesseldorf, impressed | ¢nin and will not surresd»r ary right

4} | |
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interfere with the trade relatiohs as they
now exist between Canada and the mother
country. Sir Richard Temple, in one of the
admirable addresses which he delivered in
Winnipeg only a year ago on the subject
of raising a revenue, put the matter so
tersely and laconically that I will read an
observation from that address, as follows :—

When Mr. Laurier talks about ‘‘ Free Trade ”
as understood in England, as possible in the
near future, he is ‘‘ talking through his hat.”
Both political parties must have resort to cus-
toms duties, and the issue between them is not
one of * free trade’ and *‘ protection,” but one
of mere detail as to the mode of levying the
tariff. The money must be raised somehow,
whether Conservaties or Liberals are in power ;
and the only difference between them will relate
not to the system itself, but to the method of
its application.

The Conservative Government, if you boil
down the issue, are getting a revenue out
of the country from taxing the people in

the manper which most fully meets the:

wants and requirements of our population, | 1ar conference met here twenty-five years

¢ &go.

that of protecting our industries, by foster-
ing our resources, by encouraging our man-
ufactures,
sible to make our people happy and con-
fortable, by giving them cheap sugar and
coffee, and the necessaries of life ; but let
it be known that the Government intend not
to raise the revenue from the raw materials
imported into the country, then the labour-
ing classes, our farmers who toil the soil,
~and those of the people who earn their
wages by the sweat of their brow will at
once admit that the policy of the Conserva-
tive party is to protect and foster their in-
terest by allowing no taxation whatever on
those products, for such taxation wculd
‘tend to paralyze the industries of the
- people and hamper the advancement of
the great interests of Canada generally.
Mr. Speaker, I desire, before closing
my observations, to say a few words

by adopting all measures pos-:

with respect to our colonial conferences.

The Conservative party are said to be do-
ing very little for this country, that they
are adopting a laisser faire policy, that
they are sitting in their seats and are de-
sirous of retaining them, if possible, while
doing very little. Are such statements
accurate ? They are far from it. We know
that within the last twelve months the late
Minister of Trade and Commerce proceeded
on a mission to Australia, New Zealand
and other colonies, and as a result of that
visit he was successful in bringing about
a conference of delegates from the anti-
podes, who consulted with each other and
with Canadian representatives as to the
importance of establishing a system of pre-
ferentisl trade between Canada and the
Australian colonies. As a result of that
conference we have the admirable and suc-

‘cinet statement presented by l.ord Jersey.

‘In that statement he met the whole issue.
That conference brought 'about new rela-

 Sir JAMES GRANT.

tionships. ¥ Now the colonies understand
more thoroughly the working of their trade
and commerce, they know what Canada re-
quires, and what they require, and to-day
we are preparing to take into serious con-
sideration many methods which would im-
prove and develop materially the trade with
this country and the Australasian colonies.
I think, at the present time, Mr. Larke is
in Australia, looking into the whole ques-
tion, and shortly we shall receive a state-
ment of his practical experience on these
points. Again, we are now considering the
desirability of securing cable communica-
tion between Canada and Australia ; also,
steam communication, and other questions.
It is reasonable, therefore, to suppose that
these efforts put forth by our energetic
statesmen, are evidence of untiring en-
ergy and zeal, as to our Dest interests.
Then, again, we find that a few days ago
another conference was held, one with
Newfoundland delegates. True, that a sim-

The subject was also discussed at
the Quebec conference, where the first
principles of confederation were laid down.
I recollect perfectly well, in conversing
with the late Sir John Macdonald and
Sir George E. Cartier, who were the
Nestors of that period, men who did more
to advance the material interests of this
country than any other two men in the
present century, that 1 found those states-
men were imbued with the desirability of
bringing .into confederation the Island of
Newfoundland. Doubtless the day is not
far distant when Newfoundland will be
brought into the confederation. It is said
to be a Dbig island surrounded by fog;
but it has a magnificent -climate.
It has 36,000 seamen constantly employed in
their fisheries which produce every jyear
about $6,500,000, and they have a revenue
of about $12,000,000 annually. All these
will add very materially to the resources of
Canada. At the presnt time we trade with
Newfoundland to the extent of only about
two and a balf million dollars as their pro-
ducts chiefly go to the United States, so that
by bringing Newfoundland into our con-
federation we will be addin;z larzely to our
trade. In fact Newfoundland is our third
best customer to-day, and if she were in the
Union, I have no doubt we would derive
as much benefit from her trade, or unearly as
much, as we do to-day from our trade with
Great Britain. Under these circumsiances
I trust the day is not far distant when the
ancient colony will be a province of our con-
federation. I look upon union with New-
foundland as important also from a strate-
getical point of view. She is the great pro-
tector of the mouth of the St. YLawrence,
and sbe is to the St. Lawrence what Gibral-
ter is to the Mediterranean. Every day she
is growing in importance in that respect, he-
cause the Canadian route tc the Orient 1s
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fast taking precedence over the Suez route.

Why are the travellers from the
East coming here ? It is because
we have the shortest route, and

the best from a sanitary point of view,
because its climatic conditions are ahead of
any in the knoewn world. When peopie find
that they can go from Calcutta, India, to Lon-
don, Great Brltain in a. c,ompq"at:vely short
space of time by a route which cannot be
surpassed at the present day, the shortesr
reute from ocean to ocean, rely upon it that
the country which can have the shortest
route across a great continent like this will
hold in its grasp before many years the coin-
mercial supremacy of the North Ainerican
continent. I have little more to say, Mr.
Speaker, further than to advert briefly to
the Manitoba scheol gquestion. It is a ques-
tion which has disturbed the public mind
very considerably within the last few years.
It is entirely a matter of lauw. It is & mat-
ter of right. Sir Donald Smith & few days
ago, when he addressed 2 cominittee of
gentlemen who waited upon him in Mont-
real, put the whole subject in a nutshell,
when he said : These people were entitled
to certain privileges at the very commence-
ment of confederation, and if we gave them
these privileges then, why should they not
be continued now. We may legislate upon
these points, we may nave differences of
opinion, but I believe in givinz equal rights
and privileges to all classes of the 4Com-
murity whether they be Protestanis or ¢a-
tholics. In this great country of ours we
have two great bodies, the Catholic and
the Protestant. Have they not both
worked together harmoniously, and have
they
power to advance the inferest of
Canada ? Are they mnot living together
side by side and enjoying the com-
pany and society of each other ? Do wa not
find Protestants at the hcad of Catholic in-
stitutions, and do we not find Catholics de-
livering addresses to Protestant assemblies,
a8 Father Dawson did here in Ottawa. Let
me tell you to-day, hon. gentleinen. that as
a member of this House [ feel pleased and
gratified beyond expression to be the repre-
-sentative of a Catholic Universiiv as I have
been for twenty years, besides being the
‘president of a Catholic hospital. I have ex-
perienced nothing but kindness from the
Catholic people, and I have seen nothing in
them but what is worthy of the highest
respect. If we extend to them the right
hand of fellowship and do what ig right and
rroper, we shall have nothing to fear in this
Manitoba school guestion. It is a «juestion
which will be easily settled and which I be-
lieve can be settled so as to satisfy the
-entire people of this country. It is a ques-
tion that should pot be discussed from a
political point of view, and these who go on
the hustings in this country and attempt to
<tir up rancour and to disseuiinate the prin-

not both done everything in their

ciples of antagonism should be condemned.
T'his question should be lovked at in a broad
aud comprehensive mense, and I kunow per-
fectly well that whether Liberal or Conser-
vative, whether it be English or French. or
whether it be Catholic or Protestant, the
great aim and object of all will be, and
should be, the advancement of the material
interest and prosperity of this country. Let
us unite together as one people ‘0 Kkeep
Canada intact from race and religious pre-
judices, and let us show the world at large
that we have a full and thorough deterini-
nation to make Canada what she should be,
a colony of which the British meire may
well feel proud.

- Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It is not my in-
tention to fellow the hon. gentleman (Sir
James Grant) in his discussion of trade mat-
ters, because as has beeu observed, there
will be another and perhaps more fitting
opportunity to treat on that subject. I wish
simply to refer to one stiatewnent the hou.
gentleman made, a statenient which was
new to me. He said that in recent years—
I forget what year he mentioned--the Hon.
Edward Blake, when leading the Opposition,
lhad sent a circular to the manufacturers in-
forming them that if he canie into power he
did not intend to do anything to disturb ex-
isting fiscal regulations. 1 pever licard be-
fore of any such cirevlar being issued, and
when the hon. gentlemai (Sir Tames Granut)
says that it was issued ana that it was the
subject of discussion in this lIouse. he men-
tioned something that was entirely new to
me. Passing to the earlier observations of
the hon. gentleman, I thoroughly agree with
him in the fitting tribute he paid to the mem-
ory of the late Sir John Thompson and of
the late Hon. Mr. Geoffrion. Every member
of this House, I am sure, agrees most
thoroughly and most feelingly with the
second paragraph of the resolution in reply
to the Address. With regard to the first
paragraph of this resolution, in which His
Excellency expresses satisfaction at again
having recourse to the advice and assistance
of the Commons, I take it that that means
that His Excellency’s advisers have also
satisfactipn in that regard, and viewing it
in that light, it has occurred to me as rather
strange that instead of the member for
Ottawa (Sir James Grant) embracing the
opportunity of addressing the House now,
one of His Excellency’s advisers did not
seek the opportunity of expressing to us in
our hearing the unbounded satisfaction they
have in seeing us once mor2 assembled and
having our advice available to them. I am
glad to know that that is the case. because
it was thought at one time that the Ministers
bad not much satisfaction in the prospect of -
meeting with the Commons of Canada. It
was thought by some people, perhaps not
rightly, that the Ministers were unable to
make up their minds whether to eall Pam.t-
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§
ment together or whether 1o dissolve Parlia- ¢

ment and appeal to the electors. bmce, how-
ever, the Ministers have their minds made
up for them, I am glad to know that it is a
source of satisfaction to them bhecause it
would not be pleasant it they met Parlia-
ment and felt uneasy under the circum-
stances. I agree with them in the satisfac-
t{ion we have in meeting together, bur I re-
gret that we were not scorer summoned to
meet. I believe that 2veryv member of this
House will admit that this is an inconve-
nient season of the year for the calling of
Parliament. The good precedent set by the
Government of Mr. Mackenzie, is one that
should be followed by this overnment.
Not only have we the precedent of the
Mackenzie Government jn this respeet, hut
it has been insisted upon timez and again
by members on both sides of the House, that
it should form part of the unwritten law of
this Parliament that we shouid be summone:i
here early in the month of February, it not
late in January. But when months are al-
lowed to elapse, and when we find that we
are summoned at a tim2 when we should
be nearing the end of th2 session, I repeut
that it is a matter of great regret. I know
that the Finance Minister, the leader of the
House, has given us reasons why we have
not been summoned earlier, and as I allude
to that hon. gentleman for the first time, 1
think I can safely congratulate him on the
position which he occupies in the House.
IWhen it became necessary to reorganize the
Government after the lamented death of
Sir John Thompson, I may safely say that
when the choice was made of him to be
leader of the House, it was a choice that
was generally expected by, and I think, I
may also add will be most cheerfully acqui-
esced in by the members of thie Opposition.
The reasons he gave, however, seemed to
"me to be not the full and precise reasons
for the delay in summoning Parliament. 1
have endeavoured to give all the weight to
them that I could. Whether my mind had
been warped somewhat by articles which 1
had seen in the press representing the views
of the Government or not, I cannot say ;
but there certainly was lodged in my mind,
and is still there, the impression that the
- unbounded satisfaction with which we are
assured the Ministers greet the assembling
~ of Parliament is a satisfaction of very late
origin. If we are to believe current reports,
all the Ministers were not in favour of hav-
ing Parliament summoned at all ; and while
I know we have been told by one of the
Ministers that we are not to believe the
‘full length of the “tail” that Conservative

. newspapers give to us, yet the same hon.
. .gentleman, in giving the illustration he did,

‘taken from the habits of a lively member
of the animal kingdom, did admit that if

the animal was there at all, he must have a

caudal appendage of some length, greater or
-less, even if it might not be fifty yards long.
I think we have read in the papers also that

Mr. PATERSON (Bra.nt)

‘cepted,

one at least of the members of the Govern-
ment threatened to resign if Parliament
were summoned—nay, that he did actually
resign ; and when after a time he was found
in his place again, we were told that he had

‘returned—and, sure enough, he is found in

his place to-day. Now, that hon. gentleman
being a lawyer, and all lawyers, especially
constitutional lawyers, being strong in pre-
cedents, it was meet and proper that he
should have a precedent for his return ; and
it is alleged that the precedent which he
cited was taken, not from English constitu-
tional history, but from the action of a
member of the feline race which on one oc-
casion for some cause or other left the
family abode, but finally in repentant mood
returned, and was received again and for-
given. 'Whether these things be true or
not, the impression has been left on the
minds of the people of the country that the
reasons given by the Finance Minister are
not the full and frank reasons for the delay
in summoning Parliament. If they were,
and if it was fully determined that there
should be a session of Parliament, and the
Ministers looked forward to it with such
rapturous joy, I would ask the hon. leader
of the House, how it was that the usual
work in the Government Printing Bureau of
preparing the departmental reports was all
stopped ? How is it that, when Parliament
is summoned at this extraordinary late per-
iod of the year, and a member has to rise
in his place and ask when he may eXpect
one of the most important of the depart-
mental reports necessary for the proper sup-
ervision of the acts of this Parliament, he
is told that it is not yet ready ? How is it
that we are told that the Trade and Naviga-
tion Returns placed on the Table to-day,
have only been issued a few days ago ?7—
nay, that all the public documents which
should have been in our possession months
ago, are not yet issued ? If it was the in-
tention to summon Parliament, what ex-
cuse can be given by the Ministers for stop-
ping this necessary work, and bastening the
preparation of voters’ vlists that might not
be made use of for many months to come ?
and why, in addition, should they have gone
outside of our own printing bureau and
given the printing of many of these lists to
other printing offices ?  These are questions
which suggest themselves, and if the rea-
sons the hon. Minister of Finance has given
for calling Parliament together are to be ac-
and it was the full intention aill
along that Parhament should be summoned,
how does he account for such strange con-
duct, amounting to maladministration, on
the part of the Government ? I also ask
how it was necessary that Ministers should
leave their departments and wander from
one end of the country to the other and ap-
pear on public platforms to explain their
policy to the people ? If Parliament was
to be summoned, here was the place where
they could speak to the people in the best
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manner, and where public questions could
be debated. Further, I would ask, if it
was the intention to have another session of
Parliament before an election, how was it
that we saw, what I think we never saw be-
fore, Ministers and the supporters of Min-
isters receiving their party nominations in
the various constituencies, and setting the
election machinery in motion ? Why did
all these things take place if the reasons and
statements advanced by the Finance Min-
ister are to be accepted ? To be personal,
I might ask the hon. leader of the House
himself, how was i, when he had fully de-
termined that there should be another ses-
gsion of Parliament, that he thought it neces-
sary to receive a party nomination for this
House so far in advance of the time? 1
notice that he actually received nominations
for two counties ; and, if I remember right-
ly, the reason he gave for declining the nom-
ination in the county he now represents was
that be thought it would be for the good of
his health. If the election was not te take
place for many months to come, and there
was to be in the meantime a session of Par-
liament, I think it would have been better
for him, instead of forsaking his old con-
stituency. in that way, and leaving the im-
pression on the minds of tne publie that the
climate of King's wegs insalubrious, to have
waited till after this session, and not to
have placed that stigma upon his old con-
stituency. These things have raised in the
minds of most people a doubt that the Min-
ister was perfectly frank when he stated
that it was always the intention of the Gov-
ernment to have a session of this House. I
can tell the hon. gentleman that the impres-
sion prevails throughout the country, and it
prevails largely because of the reported ac-
tions of the Ministers themselves, that they
had a feeling that they did not possess the
entire confidence of the members of the

House, and that they also after a time re-

cognized the fact that they did not possess
the entire confidence of the people of the
country. There became deeply seated in the
minds of the people the idea that this coun-
try was now governed by a set of men
who were in mortal fear and terror of their
positions, afraid to meet Parliament, and
equally afraid to meet the electorate, and
that it was impossible for them to make up
their minds on the question until finally
somebody in mercy, or for some other rea-
son, took hold of the matter and made up
their minds for them. That is the impres-
sion which, rightly or wrongly, exists in the
mind of many people in this country. Now,
the hon. Ministers may ask, What reason
have you for supposing that we were afraid
to meet the electorate or to meet Parlia-
. ment? Well, Sir, I think the speech of the
~ hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) in part explains that. One can
readily understand that it would be any-
~ thing ‘but a pleasant task for a Finance
Minister who had pointed to the existence

of a deficit in the public revenue as a proof
of incapacity, to have to meet Parliament
and have the fact pointed out to him,
as he knew it would be clearly pointed out,
that under his administration one of the
largest deficits which has ever occurred in
this Dominion is upon the Dominion now.
He knew that if Parliament met, most
effectively would be shown here the line
that appeared in the fiscal returns, where
it was stated that there was a surplus of
revenue over expenditure. He knew that
here more effectively than anywhere else
that fallacy would be exploded and the facts
brought to light. He knew that here it
would be shown that not only during the
past year there was a deficit of nearly a
million and a quarter dollars, but that,
comparing the returns of revenue and ex-
penditure for the nine months of this year
in comparison with the-nine months of last
vear, there was a deficit already of $3,805,-
983 to add to that. We can understand
the hesitancy of the Finance Minister, who
erstwhile was so boastful of his surpluses,
to meet Parliament and have pointed out
clearly to the people of the country the
terrible condition into which its finances
have been plunged under his mismanage-
ment. The hon. gentleman made his
answer in this House as best he could in
the way of attempting to minimize that
condition. He replied that there had been
deficits under Sir Richard Cartwright when
that hon. gentleman was Minister of Fi-
nance. True, there were, but the deficits in
which occured under the administration of
that hon. gentleman did not amount in all
to four and a half million dollars, while in
this one year alone we are threatened with
a deficit of over $5,000,000. The Minister
of Finance drew this further distinction,
that the present deticit happened under the
pressure of decreased taxation, while under
the Mackenzie Administration the deficit
occurred in spite of increased taxation.
There the hon. gentleman is mistaken.
Owing to engagements made by his pre-
decessors in office; Sir Richard Cartwright

. had to increase the tariff in 1874 on many -

articles from fifteen to seventeen and 8 half
per cent, but the deficits which bhappened
under his administration were not concur-
rent with that increase of taxation. If
the hon. gentleman would turn up the pub-
lic accounts, he will see that there was a
surplus in that year, and a surplus the
year following, and it was only after those
two years that the deficits appeared ; and
during the three years in whicb they did
appear, there was great depression in trade
without any extra taxation being put on the
people. But in addition to the deficit of
$5,000,000 of this year now staring hon.
gentleman in the face, and which must be
met by increased taxation or borrowing,

the Government have added $8,000,000
more to the public debt. We find that
we have now & public debt of $250, 000000
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or 8§50 per head for every 1man,
woman and child in the country. We can
readily understand that these hon. gentle-

men, knowing that the hon. member for!

South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
would be able to point out from official
figures the position in which the country
stood, and knowing that they could not
ignore here, as they did before the session
on the public platform, the discussion of
questions relative to the well-being of the
country, relative to the condition of our
finances, should hesitate calling Parliament
together. What is the other reason given
by the Finance Minister for the decreas-
ed revenue, and failure to establish an
equilibrium between revenue and expendi-
ture ? Carefully avoiding the word * de-
ficit,” he used the word * equilibrium ” on
which to balance himself. He said abso-
lutely what is found in the Speech from the
Throne. Really it would be pleasant to
find a little humour even in a Speech from
the Throne, if we could be expected to
make merry in such grave circumstances.
What is one of the reasons alleged for this
failure to produce an equilibrium between re-
venue and expenditure ? It is the recent
reduction and removal of taxation. Now,
the hon. Minister himself must have smiled
as he dictated that excuse to Her Majesty's
representative. The hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
pointed out on the public platform, not long
ago, how he had ascertained by comparison
that this reduction and removal of taxation
amounted to just three-tenths of one per
cent ; and after Parliament met and he had
obtained access to further information, he
found by further comparison that he had
made a mistake in his calculation, and been
unjust to the Minister of Finance by giving
him credit for more than he deserved. In-
stead of three-tenths of one per cent re-
duction in taxation, the reduction has been
only one-tenth of one per cent. 'That is the
showing which has been made of the finan-
ces of the country. It will be for the Ii-
nance Minister to make any further ex-
planations that he may devise to account
for this state of affairs. 1 have noticed, as
far as I can recollect, all the reasons which
he has given so far, and 1 fail to perceive
that he has in view any scheme of improve-
ment or of remedy save his delusive dream
of increased economy. On that point yon
can place no reliance whatever on the hon.
gentleman’s promises, for last year he made
a similar plea, and yet, comparing the nine
months of the previous year, we find that
not only has the revenue decreased, but
the expenditure has increased over half a
million dollars. The hon. gentleman can-
not shirk this question. On the -public
platform he has done so, but he cannot do
g0 in this House. The Finance Minister
visited Ontario some time ago, but very
carefully, in discussing public matters,

- Mr. PaTERSON (Brant).

1l
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steered clear of the question of finance.
Although this was a subject of all-absorb-
ing interest to the people, concerning which
it was his peculiar duty to enlighten them,
he preferred to leave this question of the
addition to the national debt, this question
of increased taxation, this question of the
deficit or want of equilibrium, uas he
euphemistically puts it, between revenue
and expenditure aside altogether, and de-
voted his attention to a subject in which
there was something swelling and augment-
ing, something which could revive a sembl-
ance of the old spirit of bye-gone days when
the National Policy was in its glory and hon.
gentlemen opposite were dazzling the peo-
ple, with its seductive promises. 8o, Nir,
instead of discussing the finances, we find
him dilating at great length upon the enor-
mous increase in our export cheese tratle.
Well, now, I wonder what that had to do
with the question or what credit the Min-
ister was desirous of claiming from the in-
¢rease of export of our cheese.  What im-
pression would he seek to make upon the
minds of the people of this country ¥ 'I'rue,
the exports did increase. But the Minister
himself will hardly care in this matter, to
follow the example of one of his supporters
who declared—and I think he fully believed
it when he said it—that the hens were laying
larger eggs than they did before the Na-
tional Policy was introduced. The Finance
Minister. I know, has too much regard for
his own reputation to claim that owing to
the beneficial infiluence of the National Po-
licy there is a larger flow of milk or an im-
provement in the quality of the milk yield-
ed by the cows. He cannot claim credit, so
far as the cheese industry is concerned, for
the National Policy, the duty being the same
as it was under the administration of Nir
Richard Cartwright as Finance Minister. So
while the hon. gentleman talked upon ques-
tions of that kind it was because he wish=d
to tind something he could point to in which
the country was advancing, but in all these
other matters. in which, instead of making
advance we have retrograded, the Minister
was found silent and with nothing to say.
But PParliament has met, the people’s repre-
sentatives are here; the public documents
must soon be laid before us and then the
questions must be discussed, as discussed it
certainly will be. And, Sir, I think that
when it is fully discussed the feeling of
alarm at the present condition of affairs
which is now in the minds of the people of
Canada will be deepemned and strengthened,
and gentlemen opposite will find that they
were wise in their day and generation, if
they desired to remain a little longer in
office, that they decided upon the alternative,
unpleasant though it was to them, of meet-
ing Parlianment rather than submit them-
selves to the verdict of the electors at the
time they thought of doing so0. I have a
word to say with reference to a remark of
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the Minister of Justice concerning the hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright). Sir, you will remember that the hon.
Minister said that the hon. membor for
South Oxford found it necessary to arm
himself with a certifeat2 of character from
the leader of the Opposition when he enter-
ed the county of South Oxford again in
order to be present af the nomination of a
candidate of his parciy in that county. This
is a free country, no man has the right to
say that he has the right to & certain seat
in this House to the exc lusion of other aspi-
rants. More than that, it is an honour te
which any man may well aspire to be nomi-
nated by one of the great parties in any of
our ridings to represent the people in Par-
liament. And it is not a steange thing that
new aspirants might be found seeking the
nomination. But my hon. friend lid not
arm himself with a testin.onial from the
leader of the Opposition, in order to secure
the nomination. But, Sir, reports had been
circulated that his leader was not anxious
to have him here as—

Some hon. MEMBEERS. Jiecar, hear.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Yes, hear, hear,
He did not ask that for he knew his leader’s
feelings in the matter. But when that report
was circulated, ther: were men in that
county who wrote to see what oninion was
held of the presence of the hon. member for
Southh Oxford in this House by his leader
and by others. And .hese gentlemen had a
jetter from the leader of tha Opposition.
That letter was not receivedl by the hon.
meember for South Oxford, who did not
need it and never asked for it. And, Sir, 1
have this to say—that that letter expressed
the sentiments of the members on this side
of the House, I think I can say universaliy.
And I want to add, moreover, that the hon.
gentlemen received the nomination in that
county in which the nomination of his party
means election, and that he will not have
to leave South Oxford and o 1o sum2 ther
riding more salubrious in its climate for
him than his old riding. Aad I would like9
to ask the hon. Minister of Justice this ques-
tion, having given him light apon that other
point : Suppose a report were circulated in
his riding by any one desirous of suceeding
him and getting the nomination of his party ;
and suppose that one of his constiluents
should write a letter to the leader of this
Government stating that It was reported
“that the feeling of the leader wis not exactly
friendly to the Minister, and that his col-
leagues were not anxious to have him back,
1 wonder what answer- would be sent by
the leader of this Government to the hon.
Minister’s constituents 'under tiwi condtion
of affairs. It would be as well to have that
inquired into. I shoald: not be surprised—
if we may believe the tai¢ that is told in the
Conservative newspapers--rhigt there would

not be the same implicit confidence expressed
in the letter to that constituent as gentle-

men opposite are forced to admit was ex-
pressd in the letter to the constituent of
Nir Richard Cartwrighbt who asked the leader
of the Opposition for similar information.

Mr. FOSTER. That
case.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I {do not know
that it is quite unthinkable. I do trust,
however, if such a letter is written that in
his large-hearted forgiveness, if there should
have been—which the Minister would na-
turally wish to deny—any unpleasaniness or
loss of confidence among them, they wiil
draw themselves together in the face of such
a letter, and that they may he able, without
too great a wrench to the economy of truth,
to give a fair and pleasant answer to the
question. Let me say that if the Govern-
ment are pleased to meet Parliament, the
Opposition for their part are equally pleased
10 meet the hon. gentlemen opposite. We
should have been pleased, as 1 said before,
ir the meeting had taken place earlier in the
year. But even coming as it dces we are
prepared to come and discuss the gquestions
at issue between us. It seems that we have
met under happy circumsrances—the Min-
isters happy to meet Parliaiuent and the
Parliament happv to meet the Ministers. I
hope this harmony will not be disturbed,
But the Minister will understand that while
we are anxious to preserve the harmony of
the occasion, it would be impossible for
us, with a due sense of truth and justice, to
refrain from pointing out -in the most dell-
cate manner possible consistenr with the
facts—some of the iniquities of which they
have been guilty. We will de it in the mild-
est manner possible. That this is our desire
is shown by the fact that the hon. nember
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
in his speech, in referring to these matters,
used no words stronger than * villainous.”.
And I think it must be uadmitted that he
could not have modified that while doing jus-
tice to himself and to the facts of the case.
If we should have occasion to speak of the
gerrymander as cowardly, I think the bon.
Minister will agree that a proper regard for
truth would not warrant us in using any
milder terms ; for such an act could not be
proposed by any DBritish statesman, such
a thing could hardiy by any possibility euter
the mind of a man with a true sense of fair
play. And when we have to allude to acts .
or meditated acts in the same direction, if
they should attempt to perpetrate them, the
Lon. gentlemen will understand that ir simi-
lar expressions are used on this side, it will
not e for the purpose of disturbing har-
mony, but for the true and proper discussion
of the question and a proper labelling of the
article they are offering. In the same way,
of the Franchise Act, when we speak of it
as a most wastefu! expenditure of money
and a curtailment of the rights of the peo-
ple, he will understand that we are actu-

is an unthinkable
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ated only by a sense of duty and that we|to the universal impression, especially

desire only to speak of the thing in such a
way that the people may understand its true
character. When we speak of their extrava-
gance being gross they will recogaize the
fitness of the word when they think of the
present state of the finances, of the expendi-
tures they have made and the purposes for
which they have made them. When we hint
that their conduct of public affairs is not
wholiy witiiout corruption, they will recog-
nize that that is as mild a way as it can be
put when we see public buildings erected in
constituencies sending to this House support-
ers of the Government though other grounds
for their construction are lacking, and pub-
lic buildings refused where they are wanted,
for no other reason than the fact that the
people declare that they cannot conscien-
tiously send here a representative to
support the present Government. When
we alilude to the damage to Dbusiness
that is created through their vascillation,
through their lack of mnerve, through their
lack of decision, the whole country dis-
quieted, not knowing what to expect, Sir,
when we have to discuss this, and have
to characterize the present Government,
viewed in all these aspects as being in-
capable of filling the position in which
they are placed, and when we say that it
is time for them to give way to other and
more capable men, they will understand
that we speak from no selfish motive, but
that we earnestly desire it simply in the
interest of the people of this country.

Mr. DAVIN. I intend to occupy the
House for a very brief period. Sir, I con-
gratulate the leading members of the Oppo-
sition on having broken out in a8 new vein.
This evening we have had a speech from
my hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills),
and if we extract the jokes from that
speech—which, no doubt, he thought the
plums thereof—very little in the way of
argument remains. Indeed, he dwelt so
long on the new baby, and discussed its
probable fatherhood, and dwelt so fondly on
its sex, that I could no help thinking that he
dilated on that baby with all the garrulity
of a mid-wife. Sir,

ceptionally happy. During fifteen or six-
teen years of prosperity that hon. gentle-
man has stood up in this House, and the
scowl with which he looked upon the fair
prospect was something like that which
Milton tells us the leader of the spiritual

cpposition looked on Eden, when in all its un- .

sullied loveliness, it first met his eye. But
Sir, on Friday evening the hon. mem-
ber for Scuth Oxford appeared in a light
and character that were to me a revelation,
and which, I can say with the utmost sin-
cerity, was extremely gratifying. Sir, he
proved that evening that he was not born
under a wholly gloomy star, and, contrary

Mr. Parersox (Brant).

the other evening ;
the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir:
Richard Cartwright) was, I will say, ex-:

amongst his own party, he made it evident
that a genial emotion could play over the
sullen surface of that dark and brooding
mind. Sir, if one had regard only to the
hon. gentleman for South Oxford, one could
wish that we had perpetual deficits in order
that we might have the hon. gentleman
in perennial good humour. Sir, it may be
accountable on the theory of my hon. friend
from Simcoe (Mr. Bennett) who introduced
this debate in a speech so eloquent and so
effective that we are witnessing joy at
the meeting of an old friend. It may
be that we are face to face with a psycho-
logical phenomenon of great interest, and
that while prosperous and happy conditions
can only excite emotions of ruin and dis-
may, the prospect of what is sad and un-
happy provokes sentiments of gratulation
and delight and gives birth to smiles.
Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman from Brant
(Mr. Paterson) who has just sat down,
he, too, was witty ; he, too, was sarcastic.
But the gem of the sarcasm of that hon.
gentleman was the way he rang the changes
on the unbhappy phrase used by the Min-
ister of Finance, * restore the equilibrium.”
Why, Sir, he little thougiht that with his
powers of sarcasm he was actually impaling
his own leaders, he was actually striking
at his own leaders. I have before me here
the Queen’s Speech for 1877, of which I
will read you a paragraph. Now, I cannot
do full justice to this Speech, as my hon.
friend does fo that phrase, because the
range of my voice does not quite go up the
whole diapason of eloquence like his. This
is what I read in the Queen’s Speech in
1877 : ‘ .

Notwithstanding the loss of revenue conse-
quent chiefly upon the diminution of our impor-
tations, the reductions effected during the cur-
rent year have gone far to restore equilibrium
!between economy and expenditure.

! Now, Sir, where is all the scorn which the
: hon. gentleman heaps on the Treasury
.benches ? Why, Sir, it is your own phrase, .
or, to adopt the figure of one of the leaders
of the Opposition, the hon. gentleman ap-
parently does not know one of his own
chickens when it comes home to roost.
Now, Sir, it is, so far as I know, an un-
precedented thing in my own parliamentary
experience that we should have a lengthened
i dehate on the Address, and is quite unusual,
‘unless an amendment is to be proposed ;
so, very rapidly I want to refer to
the speech of the hon. member for Both-
well. He defended my hon. and
' learned friend the leader of the Opposi-
| tion for his silence on an important ques-
! tion, and he quoted Sir Robert Peel, who
i said it was quite time enough for him to
i prescribe when he was called in. I be-
{ lleve that in going through the country the
i hon. and learned gentleman who leads Her
| Majesty’s Opposition with so much dis-
{ .
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tinction, also said it would be time enough‘
for him to prescribe when he was called in. i
I grant you, Sir, that there are times when!

4

it is a perfectly proper thing for a leader;
of an Opposition to say, in regard to a
given state of things, that it would be quite
time enough for him to prescribe when he!
was called in. But in regard to this schoot |
question, the hon. and learned gentleman is
not in the position to-day, he has not been
in that position for months back, and if he
had been in that position before the re-:
medial order was issued by this Govern-:
ment, he has never been in that position
since it was issued. Now, Sir, the hon. and
learned gentieman has gone ail over the!
country and he has referred to this school |
question. He referred to it one time as:
a legal question, and another time as a'!
question of fact, and at other times he has!
said, If Protestant schools existed up there, |
it was an outrage, and he would do away
with it. But, Sir, the humblest man that lis- |
tened to himm when he came west, the humbl-
est man that has listened to him all over the |
country, knows well that the whole time |
he has crept around this question, locking :

askance at it, not, as the hon. member for |

Bothwell said, like the animal that was:

asked to take the chestnuts out of the fire,
but regarding it as a subject that he himself
was afraid to touch with a pitchfork.
This is the more extraordinary on the part
of the hon. and learned gentleman, although
he is one of the most accompiished men in
Canada, a master of expression, born of
French-Canadian parents, I believe, and
educated in his mother tongue, yet, I can
safely say, if I may dare pronounce an
opinion, that in my own native tongue,
English, he is 2 master of expression ; but!
standing in the very first rank in Canada
as a master of expression and an accomp-:
lished rhetorician, he is also a man ready,
at nearly all times, to give lavish and even
reckless opinions. We know &an occasion
when he gave a lavish and reckless opinion
in regard to the rebellion in the North-west ;
we know an occasion when in, 1891, in
Boston he gave, what I think, was a reck-
less opinion, and if this were the place to do
it I would say an opinion that one could im-
pugn and arraign. But the question of the:

Manitoba schools which has now been be- !
fore this country so long, the hon. gentleman ;
avoided and stili avoids giving an opinion. .
He is not in the position that members of :
the Government occupy. I am not now dis-
cussing whether the Government did right
or wrong.

An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.

Mr. DAVIN. If there is any comfort in
that statement, the hon. gentleman can have
it stated again. I will express my opinion,
I have already given it ; but that is not the
point with which I am dealing with at the
present moment. :

. gentleman,

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. DAVIN. All the laughter and inter-
ruptions' in the world cannot divert me
from what I am geing to accomplish.

An hon. MEMBER. You can divert us.

Mr. DAVIN. I shall dissect the position
of the leader of the Opposition ; I shall do it
calmly and with the utmost respect to the
subject. The hon. gentleman, as I have
said, is not in the position occupied by the
Government. The Government, acting
rightly or wrongly, decided that they would
ascertain what was their legal position. The
matter went into the courts. After the
Government had decided to obtain a legal
decision as to their position on the question
there was no man, no private member of
this House, as the leader of the Opposition
is, although he occupies a most important
position, who was not perfectly free to
express his opinion, and a number of his
friends throughout the country, as well as
a2 number of the friends of the Government,
have given their opinions on the question.
But if there could be found a proper ex-
cuse for the leader of the Opposition with-
holding his opinion while the question was
 befere the courts, if he could have argued
; that as the question was before the courts
‘he was not to be called upon to advise the
advisers of His Excellency and so forth,
tafter the decision of the Privy Council had
- been given, there was not, I may tell the
~hon. and learned gentleman, among his
i friends and followers in the west a shadow
~of doubt as to whatehis duty was, namely, |
‘10 declare forthwith his opinion as to what
: should be done with this question. The hon.
if I rightly gather his real

: sentiment by inference from a remark made
‘on Friday, has through his reticence or in-

even missed his opportunity,
opinfjon. If he had then de-

decision,
in my

‘¢lared that the time had come for reme-
' dial legislation he would have gained sup-
;porters. I am not saying he should have

done it.
-An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.

Mr. DAVIN. Let the hon. member laugh
as he pleases, I shall show from the speech

; delivered on Friday night by the leader of
' the Opposition what his ideas are appar-

rently on this question. Sir, if he had then
and there decided—I am now speaking how
1t would have operated politically, and of
course we could not suppose he would have
so acted if he had not entertained that
opinion—and I am speaking now as a eritic,
looking at his action from a political stand-
point—he would have obtained the credit
of forcing the Government’s hand, and
it would have assisted him in Que-
bec while the Government could have
taken no other course than that they
adepted. What would have been the re-
sult ? The hon. gentleman would have
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_stood just as well as the Government stands .
to-day with Ontario and the west. Where:
is the hon. gentleman ? Still pursuing my :

role as a criticc. He must do one of three
things.

what was due to the Dominion at large, as
not to treat with becoming respect and ex-
amine with statesmanlike care the message

“that was sent to them by the representative

The hon. gentleman either must’

-endorse what the Government have done, or
go one better, entailing disaster to him in!

Manitoba, Ontario and the West;

or the

hon. gentleman must declare, and that would

destroy him in Quebee, for provincial rights.
Apparently the hon. gentleman shrinks from

ment to the 9th of May next.

of Her August Majesty in the Dominion of
Canada. Sir, when that message reached
the Government of Manitoba, the leader in
the Assembly—I think it was Mr. Sifton,
Mr. Greenway being ill-moved an adjourn-
Many per-

:sons thought that adjournment too long, but

giving an opinion now, although prominent !
 the mover for that adjournment was a most

followers have expressed opinions, and al-
though at this moment an opinion from
him on the floor of Parliament, an authori-
tative opinion from him, might go far to in-
duce, what we all desire to see done, Mr.
Greenway and his colleagues and the legis-
lature of Manitoba to come forward and

-deal with this question. I do not believe—:

and I gather from the expressions made
use of by the leader of the Opposition, that
such is not his desire—there is any man
within my hearing so unpatriotic as to wish
that the legisiature of Manitoba shall be so
wanting in respect to itself as not to
approach this question with the solemnity
that it demands, considering its character,
the number of persons affected, the opinion
influenced by it and the authority of the
tribunal that launched that question on its
lap ; that any man is so unpatriotic as to
desire to see it sent back to this
House with all the unfortunate and irri-
tating issues that might follow its return,
and if the hon. and learned gentleinan who
leads the Opposition were te speak now he
would redeem himself from being in the
position of a leader who will not lead but
allows a follower here and there to instruct
him as to what should be done. Yet the hon.
gentleman may be for aught I know, quietly
and patriotically trying to intinuence his
friends in the Manitoba Assembly to deal
with this question, because I gather from
his speech that he desires to have this ques-
tion removed from the arena of political
discussion and thus be allowed freely to
harp on the trade question in the way he
has been doing for some time past and again
has done in this House.

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

After Recess.

Mr. DAVIN. When the House rose at
‘Six o’clock, I was about to call attentien to a
~circumstance that probably indicates that.
whether under the influence of my hon.
friend the leader of the Opposition or not,
the Manitoba Government intends to deal
~with this question. 1 say here, repeating
" what I said before, that it would from every
standpeint be most unfortunate if the legis-
lature and government of Manitoba should
so far forget what was due to the dignity
of the province, what was due to itself, and

Mr. Daviy.

I take no such view. The reason given by
proper and constitutional reason, namely :
that for a question of this magnitude and
importance, and novelty, it was most import-
ant that they shonld have ample time to
consider it. But, 5ir, what was the spect-
acle that shortly before the 17th day of this
month astonished all Capada and scandal-
ized, not merely the Conservatives of Mani-
toba and the North-west, but 1 can say ad-
visedly, because I heard their expres-
sions, scandalized the best men in the Re-
form party in Manitoba and the Territories.
What was it we saw ? We saw the Attor-
ney General of Manitoba, the next in com-
mand to the Premier, he whe is not only
one of the jury to counsider this important
question, not only a Minister, but the legal
adviser of the Government and the legal
guide of the Assembly : the question one
which the House adjourned for time to con-
sider, and on which he would have to pro-
nounce on the 9th of next month—what
was our astonishment, and the astonish-
ment of the whole West., to see that
gentleman leave his office and leave his pro-
vince and go down to Haldimand to en-
gage in an election contest in which the
school question was before the people, and
to there express apparently the strongest
opinions that could be uttered on an
issue in regard to which he was one of
the judges and one of the jury. Here he is,
the Attorney General, the law officer of the
Government, & man that, therefore, we
should expect to be peculiarly circumspect
in a case of this kind, here he is in Haldi-
mand behaving like a reckless juryman,
who. obtaining leave to go out and get a
drink of water or scmething else, blabs
abread what he intends to do, and what his
brother jurymen intend to do when they
come to deliver their verdict, although even
if their minds are made up there is ample
time for them to come to another conclu-
sion. That was the humiliating position
that Mr. Sifton placed himself in. The
“ Globe ” newspaper, in its edition of the
15th of April, the leading organ of the
Reform party in Ontario, published the
speech of Mr. Sifton in extenso, and,
presumably endorsing it as expressing
the opinion of the great mass of the Re-
form party. Now, the hon. gentleman who
leads the Opposition (Mr. Laurier) said
again and again on platform after platform:
“I am told that the schools in Manitoba
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are Proestant schools : and if they are Pro-
testant schools, and if I come into power,
I would certainly feel bound to interfere,
and I would see that this great scandal
was removed.” My hon. and learned friend
(Mr. Laurier), amongst the many fine
mental gifts he possesses, has this remark-
able mental peculiarity, or excellence, prob-
ably some might regard it, that it is the in-

position by implication.
if the hon. gentleman always sees the pro-

position to which by implication he commits :

himself.

these schools are Protestant, and if I get:

into power, I should feel bound to interfere

with them, what was the proposition which
by implication he committed himself to ?:
Sir, he committed himself to this proposi-.
tien, and, in my opinion, it is a logical se-:
quence ; he committed himself to the pro-!

position : that if these schools were secular,
if no religion whatever was taught in them,
that he would noi feel himself bound to in-
terfere at all. However, the hon. gentle-

man never said that in so many words, and |
in the speech which he made in this House:

on I'riday last he said :

Now, Sir, my hon. friend from Simecoe (Mr.
Bennett), and also my hon. friend from Chicou-
timi (Mr. Belley),
dilated at some length on a question which my
bon. friend from Simcoe called & question of
sentiment : the Manitoba school question. The
language of the speech is in that respect very
discreet. The elections are over. * * * @

The hon. gentleman goes on to condemn the
remedial order because its language was
too peremptory and likely to irritate Manui-
toba. Here again there is an implied pro-
position behind that, and the implied propo-
sition is:
Manitoba should approach this question in
a spirit of sympathy and with the view of
dealing with it finally. and that their so
approaching it was imperilled in conse-
quence of the peremptory language of the
order. The specrches of the hon. gentleman
on the platform would lead us sometimes to
think that in his heart he is in favour of
provincial rights and secular schools, while
his speech of Kriday last indicated that he
is really in favour of Manitoba dealing with
this question, in the spirit at least, if not
the letter, of the suggestions of the Privy
Council of the Empire. The hon. leader of
the Opposition is a statesman, and he is a
statesman of experience, and he is a states-
man of whom this House and all Canada is
proud, and, being a statesman, in his
heart of hearts he must desire that
the government and legislature of Man-
itoba shall deal with this question—if
dealt with it is to be—and not this House
and not this Government, whatever party
may be in power. Now, Sir, Mr. Sifton went
to Haldimand, and he declared in a speech
there, that the condition of things in Mani-
toba before the year 1880 was something

: 1 :to weary the House with extracts.
veterate habit of his mind to express a pro-: cts.)

I doubt, however,:

When the hon. gentleman said : 11

who seconded the Address,

that it would be desirable that|

;deplorable. He indicated, in fact, in a

H

| polite way, that the Roman Catholies there
| Were accustomed, by some sleight of hand,
i to get a great deal more money than they
i were entitled to, and to pay less taxes than
-they ought to pay. (The statement will he.
+found in the second column of Mr. Sifton’s
.speech. I will not read it, as I do not wish
Mr,
Sifton goes on to describe that a sum of
- $10,000 was paid for management, whereas
-$60,000 was the appropriation for schools,
‘and he tells us that the Roman Catholic
were in a state of the
greatest possible illiteracy. Well, Sir,
'he fails apparently to see that Dbefare
1890 the legislature of Manitoba might have
dealt with that ; and, in fact, his speech, even
. though it was intended to appeal strongly

' population

: to the people with the view of exciting them.
would seem, if looked carefully through, to
be a speech made by a man not necessarily
in favoun of the legislation of 1890, but in
favour of such legislation, for instance, as
. took place in the North-west Territories.
| What occurred the other day in the North-
west Territories ? We had a meeting there
of a Protestant bishop, a Roman Catholic
priest, a leading Roman Catholic layman, a
leading Protestant layman, and the fouyr
members of the executive. What was the
system they had before them ? What did
they arrange for ? They arranged for a pro-
gramme of instruction from half-past nine
in the morning until three in the afternoon,
which should be exactly the same in every
school in the Territories ; but after three
{o’clock there should be religious teaching
jin  accordance with the suggestions of
i the trustees. I was assured by more than
! one man, and men differing in religion, that

i at that meeting there was the greatest har-
| mony and the most perfect contentment
with the system. In the North-west Terri-
tories at the present time, from half-pas:
nine until three, the children in the schools,
whether they are taught by Sisters or Bro-
thers, or by young men or young women
not in orders, are taught precisely the same
things ; and a great deal of what Mr. Sifton
says might apply to such a system as that.
But what I want to point out is this. Mr.
Sifton is very hard on the Dominion Gov-
ernment. In speaking to the people of Hal-
dimand, he tries to make out that the:
Dominion Government has handed over the
legislature of Manitoba a hard and fast sys-
tem which the people of that province must
swallow, and that if they do not swallow it
it will come back and will have to be pro--
posed here by this Government. Sir, I know
Mr. Sifton by repute, and I think I have the:
honour of slightly knowing him personally.
He is an able lawyer, and probably the
ablest, certainly one of the two ablest of the
prominent Liberals of that province; and
the speech I am referring to is not one that
I would have expected from him: I might
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have expected the speech of a statesman.
but this is a speech of a personality half
demagogue and half technical lawyer. Of
the Dominion Government, he says:

They are making an order which will con-
sign one-third of our population to ignorance
and illiteracy, and it is as plain as the nose on
any man’s face that the reason why that order
has been made is simply for the purpose of
buying the votes of the province of Quebec.

Further he says:

These religious exercises, the Act says, shall
be held at the public school entirely at the op-
tion of the trustees for the district, so that if

the trustees do not want to have religious -ex-

ercises, they need not have any. There is no
ground for the idea that these schools are Pro-
testant schools, and that the Roman Catholic
people are obliged to send their children to
schools where they will be required to attend at
Protestant exercises.

Therefore, if the hon. and learned leader of
the Opposition can rely upon & distinguished
friend and supporter, he would have uo rea-
son whatever for interfering. le goes on
further to say:

We have been told we must restiore a system
which will destroy and cripple our educational
system, and the Government has sent a mem-
ber back to Haldimand to ask for re-election.
What does this re-eleection mean ? * * * =
= s * You are asked to approve of that Act,
and if Dr. Montague goes back to the House
of Commons, it will be said that the people of
Haldimand approve of the order that was made ;
that they approve of the Government imposing
the original separate school system, which they
are seeking to impose upon Manitoba, and that
they declare that the Government and Parlia-
ment are bound to act if the legislature of Mani-
toba refuses to carry out the order, and I have
no hesitation in saying that the legislature will
refuse to carry. out the order.

Of course, the people listening to that woull
come to the conclusion that what Mr. Rifton
meant was that the legislature would refuse
absolutely to consider the remedial order.
That is what he intended to convey to the
audience, but of course it is open to the con-
struction—and a quibbling and pettifogging
legal mind might put it forward with the
object of conveying that construction * we
will not adopt the remedial order in its
literalness ’—and 1 intend in a little while
to call the attention of the House to this,
and make a point in reference thereto. He

goes on to say.

When the legislature meets on May 9th, and
when the resolution is introduced and passed,
as it will be, refusing to carry out that order,
the Government of Canada are bound by every
consideration of constitutional law and common
sense to bring in a bill to carry out that order
in toto, in the same terms in which it was
passed, to impose on us the system of separate
schools which we had prior to 1850. You hear
people say that they den't intend to do that.
. There is no more doubt that the Government of
Csnada will do that than that I am speaking

here.
Mr. Davin.
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Although the closing paragrapli of the de-
cision of the Imperial Privy Council points
out that a literal reproduction of the acts
bringing separate schools into existence was
not at all necessary. Mr. Sifton goes on :

When they passed the Order in Council they
comimitted themselves to the policy which that
order contains. They are bound to bring in the
necessary legislation. Mr. Ouimet says that the
Government will bring in legislation, that it will
be passed, and that the old separate school
system will be restored in . Manitoba. Whether
Dr. Montague is elected or not, when the an-
swer comes back from the province of Mani-
toba that it will not accept the order which has
been made, there will be introduced by the Gov-
ernment of Canada a law for the purpose of giv-
ing effect to that order, unless something hap-
pens in the meantime which will show enough
members of the House of Commons that the peo-
ple of Canada do not intend to stand that sort
of thing. What I am here to ask you for is
to ask you not to do Dr. Montague any injury,
but to say to the members of the House of Com-
mons that the people of Haldimand do not ap-
prove of that order being made. I ask you for
once to forget whether you are Liberals or Con-
servatives, and to cast cne vote for sound prin-
ciple and for Canada.

Of course he was not there to de the Secre-
tary of State an injury, but he was there to
try to defeat him when he was on the thres-
hold of ministerial ambition. Now, Sir, in
view of such a speech as that, I cannot ac-
quit the hon. leader of the QOpposition of
being wanting in his duty to his party
and to Canada in refraining to speak

s¢ as to influence the Liberal Gov-
ernment and the Liberal majority in
the Manitoba legislature. Demosthenes
compared the pecople of Athens to

an unskilled pugilist who always put
up a guard where he was last struck.
The hon. gentleman, for the last two or
three years, has always, in every changing
attitude and circumstances, put up the same
guard, and we ‘have it now. He cannot
speak at this time because it is none of his
business to advise His Excellency. But we
cannot let him off so easily. The people of
Canada, the Liberal party especially, this
House, have & right to know what his
opinion is on this great question. Instead
of that, what do we hear ? ¥rom such a
man, in such a position, and at such a time,
on a hundred platforms from Halifax to
Vancouver, and here in this House, on this
great, this perilous question, we hear nothing
but sounding phrases of calculated inanity.
Buf he may be, as I suggested before re-
cess, really secretly influencing hon. gentle-
men ir the Manitoba Legislature. An heon.
gentleman who used to sit in this House,
and not far from where I usually sit, is, I
am told, in Ottawa. And I am told that the
hon. gentleman, the learned and distinguish-
ed Attorney General of Manitoba is in
Ottawa at present, and it is possible that
ere now, it is possible that conferences may
very recently have taken place, and that
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after all it is dawning on the minds of  How historical that is we all know. The re-
' porter asked him :—

this question would be a fine c¢lub with!
which to bludgeon Ministers of the Con-:

gentlemen in Manitoba, who! thought that

servative party, might be just as fearful
a weapon te destroy leaders of the COpposi-
tion. A lengthy interview with Mr. Sifiou ap-
pears in the Montwreal ** Witness.” The ho.
gentleman reminds. me of the trawar—I do
not want to be disrespectful—who comes to
you with glozing words to try and get you
to give him a shilling or a dinner, but who,
when you give him neither, goes fromn the
door growling out curses at you. The hon.

- Orangemen have been passing

centleman went to Haldimand where there .

is a strong Orange body.

I ran there my-'

self once—and know the county, and a finer,

body of men you could not find in any other

part of Canada. 'The hon. gentleman went

his opinion of the Orangemen to the re-
porter of the * Daily Witness.”

How do you account fur the attitude of the
Qrangemen in the Haldimand contest ?

The answer will be interesting reading to
those Orangemen who have recently in
different parts of the Dominion been ap-
peided to, on various grounds to desert their
old friends : '

How do you account for the

attitude of the
Orangemen in the Haldimand

election ? The

resoiutions all

over the country, insisting upon the principle of

public schools for Manitoba, offering their moral

and material support to the Government and

g;ntdemning all connection between Church and
ute.

‘“ All not worth that.”” Mr. Sifton cracked his

: fingers contemptuously.
there and addressed them in a long and’

eloquent speech, for eloquent he could not
fail to be. He expected to get their votes,

id n and he gave in consequence
but did not, £ sed ‘keep the Secretary of State at home. Naid

It is only:

because the interview shows a completely’

different attitude from that which he took
in Haldimand, and towards the close a much

Thgse are the men he was, but a few days
before, with honied words seeking to win
to his case and whom he was urging to

the reporter :—

Are the Orangemen unreliable as a pelitical

_factor ?

more statesmanlike attitude, that I refer to:

it at all. I refer to it because it is a great
gratification to me to know that a gentle-

man occupying so high a position is about !

to take a much more rational view of his |
duty than he seemed to take at Haldimand.

He was asked by his interviewer how it was

Mr. Montague was not beaten. He replied :-

People like to shout with the crowd and
chiefly with the biggest crowd. I did not think
McCarthy would win in Haldimand nor had I
& great interest in his winning.

the people of the bad effect which public
opinion in Ontario would have on Manitoba,
if the Secretary of State were not elected to

the hon. member for Haldimand the least
harm. All he wanted was to kill him politi-
cally. Then he went on to say :—

There is a general impression that the peo-
ple of Manitoba are dispcsed to trample on the
rights of the Roman Catholic minority simply
because they are strong in number and without
regard to reason or justice. I need not say that
that is all nonsense. It was to dispel ignorance
of our position that I entered the fight at Haldi-
mand. I think I succeeded in doing that, for
the speeches at a bye election are more readily
read than similar matter would be if put in the
form of a letter to the press.

So it was to do something like what could
be done in a letter to the press, only more
emphatically, that the hon, gentleman went
down to Haldimand. He had no interest
whatever in the result. He went on to say :—

The results in Antigonish and Verchéres, on
the other hand, were highly significant, because
the remediai-order was made the ground of ac-
ceptance of the Government candidate and the
people rejected this claim.

. ;I know wheré they are.
Although he made long speeches and told:

¢ On the contrary,” said the Attorney-General,
a little bitterly, * they are very reliable—to shout
for you, and go out and vote for your opponent.*’

There is the bitterness—I hope, Mr. Speaker,
that you have never felt it, 1 hope that no
member of this House has felt it,—but there
is the bitterness of misplaced affection. He
goes on to say—and mind now that he can
only speak of Orangewmen of what he knows

of Maniteba Orangemen because he Kknows
them best. He said :—

They are quite
reliable. The Orangemen came to our meet-
ings and applauded. Apparently they were en-

thusiastically in favour of Mr. McCarthy—ana I
must say that some of them really worked and

i voted for him—but :
stay at home, still he did not wish to do| mootings et aor o shouted

the loudest at our meetings went out and voted
for Montague.

And then Mr, Sifton dropped
cal tear and said :—

It is pleasanter to go with the big crowd, ‘you
know.

‘““And is it not a little singular,” said Mr.
Sifton, smilingly, * that many of the Ontario
papers that commended the notion of my enter-
ing into the campaign, and patted me on the
back for the stand I took, have wavered since
they saw Dr. Montague’s figures. :

Again he drops a metaphorical tear and
heaves a sigh:

It is always safe to shout with the crowd, you
know.

And the reporter does not add that he lifted
his handkerchief to his eyes—but we can
imagine that. Now, Sir, what follows is

fmportant, for in his interview, away from
the passions of the hustings, he shows what
are the views of Mr. Siften in regard to this
question. And I commend these views to

a4 metaphori-



&
-1

[COMMONS]

128

the people of Haldimand, for they are not

the views he expounded upon the platform '

in that county :
“ But the result in Haldimand,”—
Said the reporter—

——*“makes no difference in your attitude ?”
My attitude was somewhat misrepresented by
the press——

1 suppose that was not the Ministerial
press ; I suppose that was his own, the Op-
position press.

Mr. LAURIER. No.
Mr. DAVIN—

“ My attitude was somewhat misrepresented by
the press through insufficient care in following
my statements. I have been made to say that
the Manitoba Government would listen to neither;
argument nor reason, but took its stand upon;
the new law, heedless what could be said or;
urged. \0\\, my position, and the posmon of
the Government, which [ clearly defined in all
my speeches, was this: the Federal Govern-
ment has issued a remedial order. We assume!
that this is the reasoned decision of the mem- !
bers of the Cabinet, who have given the matter
consideration. This order means the restora-
tion of the old school system in its entirety, as;
it formerly existed. It means the unqualified
teachers aud an inefficient system. The Mani-
toba Government will never go back to that.
That is what I stated. That is what I now re-
peat.”’ :

Here we have great Reformers showing by
implication what are their real opinions ;
and the fact is, Sir, that a man cannot go
speaking from Dan to Beerslieba and sub-
mitting to interviews everywhere, and al-|
ways keep locked in his own bosom the pro-;
found conclusions he has formed upon the!
various questions he discusses. So it would
seem from the latest utterances—this is from
the “ Witness ” of Saturday, 20th instant ;
and I suppose that it was on the morning

of that day or the evening of the previous;
day that he was met by the reporter—and I|

commend it to the hon. leader of the Oppo-,

axtion, and I commend it to all our friends:
in this House, as showing that the Attorney
General in his saner moments is a very dif-
ferent man from the Attorney General wken
heated with passion and determined by hook
or by crook and in defiance of all the de-
cencies of political and ministerial life to
strike a blow at the Conservative party of
the Dominion. When he is speaking with
passion upon a platform in Haldimand, he
is a very different man from that we see
when he is being interviewed at Montreal.
Now, Sir, hon. gentlemen who have spoken
have all said they would not deal with the
trade question. I will follow their example
—I also will say that I will not deal with
the trade question. But, as I have said
that I will follow their example, of course
you will naturally expect me to devote the
greater part of what I have to say to the
trade question. But I will not go deeply
into it. And I will tell you why : because

Mr. Daviy.

one does not need to go deeply into it to

.expose thg propositions of hon. gentle-
men and Dblow them to the winds.

Why, Sir, take the speech of my hon. and
ilearned friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills). I
am proud to say that I am glad to read
what he writes, I like to hear him speak ; I
can always learn something from him. But,
Sir, Homer sometimes nods; and my hon.
friend fell into the great error of going
away from constitutional lore, from May,
from Todd., from what Sir Robert Peel and
Lord John Russell said on various constitu-
tional  questions ; he made the mistake
of quoting a book that, I suppose, since his
constitutional and political studies have be-
come So exigent. he does not read so often
as he used in his earlier days—he quoted
i from the Bible, and he quoted wrongly. He
i said. Sir, that the IFinance Minister had ad-
' opted the scuptural rule, “ Put not your
(trust in Kings.” That is not what the
scnpfure says @ it is: “ Put not your trust
;m Princes.” But, doubtless, it bad dawned
on the hon. gentleman s mind : The Finance
i Minister is not going to run for King's ; was
;the:e not a quot‘ltlon somewhere m the
i Bible about Kings ? is not there a pun I can
i make, cannot I flash my wit upon this dull

House and make its slumbering waves
quiver ? Yes. “Put not your trust in
Kings.” Now I will try a proverb—I do not

see why Solomon should engross all the
proverbs to himself. This is my proverb—
Let no constitutional lawyer put his trust
in his memory, when he quotes Scripture.
Well, Sir, my hon. friend in that speech—
which I will say was not characterized by
‘that close-knit reasoning that so often
distinguishes his utterances in this House ;
it was somewhat rambling—took ex-
<~eption to the Minister of Justice quot-
ting Lord Salisbury’s speech as to what
:my hon. friend called blue ruin in England.
I Well, Sir, the hon. the leader of the Opposi-
ition came west and told us everywhere
throughout that country that he wanted to
give us free trade as they had it in England;
i but he always added that it would take a
long time before we could get there. So
that all he could do would be to give us a
shadow of free trade as it is in England.
But it is not merely Lord Salisbury who
tells us that the state of England is deplor-
able; nor is it alone the figures brought
forward in that eloquent speech of my hon.
friend from Ottawa (Sir James Grant), that
show us that England is in a deplorable con-
dition. We have in the paper of “ To-day,” a
picture of England under free trade, show-
ing that, not merely in the farming dis-
tricts, but in the manufacturing districts as
well, England is in a deplorable condition.
Sir, we have here the utterances of a great
Liberal on this very question, given in one
of the strongholds of free trade, Birming-
ham. Mr. Chamberlain, one—

Mr. LANDERKIN. Chamberlain ?

i

|
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Mr. DAVIN. I beg pardon. ! depression. Where, then, he says. is the
. S . . . | virtue of the National P’olicy ? Now, what

b \J A 4 Ny b B oY ’
Mr. LANDERKIN. Don’t mention him. ‘1s the value of that question ? That ques-
Mr. DAVIN. I see my hon. friend per- i tion is of no vaiue unless he can establish
ceives that in this matter discretion is the!two propositions—that it was the end and
better part of valour. Mr. Chamberlain aim of the National Policy to prevent de-
said : .pression ; and that it was so stated. Why,
I am inclined to think that in our staple trades. bn”. nobody - ever held. that the .%\atlonal
—for instance, the coal trade, in the iron trade, : Folicy could guard against depression : no-
in the cotton trade, and above all in the greatest  body ever laid down that was the object.
of all our trades, the trade of agriculture—the' On page 31, the hon. gentleman speaks in
margin of profit has entirely disappeared. Up.a way showing that he himself does not
to the present time wages have not fallen at all polieve it—he’ speaks of *‘ cyeles of depres-
in proportion, but if the present state of things ' ,n ywhich come periodically.” Yes, cyeles

continues, it is simply inevitable either that:

wages will have to be considerably reduced or.Of depression come periodically, whatever

that works will be closed, land will be idle, and  tarifi you have, whether you have free
the numbers of the unemployed will be largely : trade or whether you have protection, they
increased.  Under these circumstangces, whichicome periodically, for when you have de-
we are bound as courageous men to look in the pression in protected America, you have
g‘:fce% ,:‘fhzsren‘}%r“'ggglixégls ﬂ:‘jltd l’i‘é"i’i‘e 2;?:?2“‘3%; depression in free-trade England ; when
not io I, wonderful eithér that sonll)g peopie are‘j you h;we depr(_}stﬁion. in p rOteCted IFrance,
ready almost to take any remedy which is offered : YOU have depression in free-trade England.
without considering whether the prescription Take the period between 1875 and 1878,
may not be worse than the disease. yvou had depression during most of those
I find that there are a number of people, and I years. You had depression in England, you
think an increasing number, who, under the pre- hgq depression in the States, you had de-
e o e s {Tade at% Coming Lo the oot pression the world over, shiowing clearly
failure—(cheers). “that the form of the tariff you have has no-
. thing whatever to do with depression. De-

Cheers in Birmingham. I say it is most' pression, Sir, is produced by over-produc-
significant that that sentence should be  tion. and over-trading, and the banks be-
cheered in Birmingham ; and I say here coming stringent and refusing to give ac-
that if the hon. member means to give us commodation, and the over-trading is stop-
a4 cheap country to live in and free tr:)/f}e- ~ped., and the over-production is stopped ;
1 fancy we shall tind ourselves not living and, after a time, we get out of the trough
in a cheaper country, because at the pre- of depression and once more go on, whether
sent time, as has been admitted to me by ' we have a protective tariff or not. So when
farmer after farmer in the west, the great, the hon. gentleman asked, what, then is the
staples are cheaper than ever they were ;: virtue of the National Policy ? he betrays
and leading Patrons have said to me that: precizely the same kind of mental habit that
the necessaries of life and the great staples I alluded to before ; he implies propositions
are cheaper than ever they were. So that' which, when examined, are found to have
what I said of the position taken by the  no cogency or relevancy whatever. Now,
leader of the Opposition on the school ques- | Sir, the hon. member for Bothwell referred
tion, will apply .exactly to this trade: to 1873 and 1878, and so did the hon. mem-
question. He tells you that the country is ber for Oxford : and he talked of taxa-
in a deplorable state, that it was never in:tion at that time. Mr. Speaker, I am
such a bad state as it is at present, but not going into that. but we know this, that
he does not tell you what he will do. Will after having added 7,000 or 8,000 miles to
he say again that he has no right to advise  our railway system, after having brought
people, that he will only prescribe when he about the greatest possible progress in
is called in ? Surely if he has a panacea  ¢very form of national activity. according to
that would cure the desperate state of ' the returns up to and inclusive of 1893, the
things that he says exists, and is solely ' interest that falls on each individual in
traceable to the tariff, why does he not: Canada is $1.74 ; whereas, in 1878, it was
produce it? Why does he not show and $1.58; so that about a cent a year, as has
explain what changes he would make, and . been often pointed out, is all that has been
‘how these changes would affect the result? i added to the interest that each man pays,
Now, what does he say on page 30 of the | notwithstanding that we have spanned this
“ Hansard ”?: gres;;c cor:jtment :eiyith an nion bridge, that
To-da there is a plaintive adxmssion that Can- | | We nave ceep ene our canals, that we have
ada is s{iffering, tholl’xgh in a minor degree, from | Progressed within these fifteen or sixteen
a universal depression. Depression, says. my | Years at a rate that neither the United
hon. friend from East Simcoe. But then, Where: States not England nor hardly any other
is the virtue of the National Policy ? fcountry I know of, can compare with—
Now, there again we have my hon. and  8ll that done, and the interest on the debt

learned friend’s style of political discussion. , increased only a few cents.
He states that there is distress, there lsi Mr. McMULLEN. Bosh.
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Mr. DAVIN. Mr. Speaker, I will answer
that monosyllable with another monosyll-
able, and I will say: “bray.” Now, Sir,
I rose mainly to call attention to what
I deemed -to be the position taken up
up by a great wman, which, looked at from
whatever point of view, I could not under-
stand. I will only say this now, that I
rejoice to see that thus far the discussion
in this House has been approached in a
spirit that cannot be too highly commended.
I may differ from the positions taken up;
I may think there is not enough candour or
enough frankness ; but the spirit of modera-
tion in whichh this question has been ap-
preached, a question which is calculated, X
think, if approached in an improper spirit.
to do great harm—the spirit in which it has
been approached is, I think, a statesman-
like one, a moderate one. In view of what
I read from the interview with Mr. Sifton,
I think it exceedingly probable indeed that
the legislature and government of Mani-
toba will justify their claim to statesman-
ship by approaching the question according
to the best of their judgment—I do not care
how they do it, but, according to the best
of their ability—and that they will say,
after deliberation, this is what we intend
to do; and then, Sir, I consider they will
exhibit to the people of Canada, and to the

Empire, an attitude worthy of a great pro-

vince, and the legislature of a great province,
and they will help to solve a question which
might prove perilous to the peace and the
prosperity of the Dowminion.

Mr. CASEY. The debate on the Address,
as has been pointed out, has taken an ex-
tremely wide range, but 1 ask you, Mr.
Speaker, and I ask those hon. gentlemen
opposite, who began it % Who has com-
pelled us to enter upon matters in the dis-
cussion of the Address, which are usually
discussed en the stump ? Why, Sir, the
hon. gentlemen opposite, the occupants of
the Treasury benches, began their stumping
excursions through the country so long ago
as last November, and continued thein,
with one sad interruption, up to the be-
ginning of this session. Well, I do not
object to this wide range. It has given
liveliness and freedom to the debate. 1
hope it may give more vigour to the debate
than has been exhibited by the hon. mem-
ber for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) who
has just sat down. His speech is only an-
other proof of the spirit of flatness, of the
spirit of futility, that seems to have lighted
upon hon. gentlemen opposite. Why, Sir,
in times past, who was more ﬂowery than
the hon. member for Assiniboia ? Were
his speeches not like the prairie in June, fuly
of flowers, glowing with colour, sweet with
His
.volee - dropped . gems of eloquence, and
milk and honey, and that sort of thing that
goes to enliven a debate. I will not say
that hon. gentieman’s eloquence is bald, be-

Mr Davin.

cause it certainly bristles with some asser-
tions which he had better have left unsaid.
But if his eloquence was too pointed in
some respects, it was very flat and insipid
as a whole. The hon. gentleman told the
House a great deal about the deplorable
state of England. and also in regard to Mr.
Sifton’s misdoings in Haldimand. Here is
where the bristles came into his eloquence.
I cannot pass over the hon. gentleman’s re-
marks without saying that they did not
become the dignity of a member of this
House, or of one who possessed the reputa-
tion of a gentleman, for that hon. gentleman
said that Mr. Sifton was a pettifogging
lawyer and was a tramp—the hon. gentleman
compared Mr. Sifton to a tramp, although I
now observe he shakes his head. The posi-
tion held by Mr. Sifton in Manitoba and the
North-west is quite equal to that possessed
by the hon. member himself, and, moreover,
it should be remembered that the gentlemian
referred to canhot be here to defend himself.
The hon. gentleman failed to make the
slightest expression of his own opinion on
the question of the Manitoba schools, al-
though at the same time he accused hon.
members on this side of the House of cow-
ardice in not expressing an opinion. The
hon. gentleman is very polished outwardly,
but his remarks have given the House very
little insight into his true inwardness. He
said we were cowardly in not discussing
this question, and yet the House is utterly in
the dark at the preseut time in regard to
his own opinion on it, although he occu-
pied upwards of an hour. The hon. gentle-
man said that the leader of the Opposition
was confined to thiee courses on this ques-
tion : he had either to go with the Govern-
ment, or against the Government, or else
see the. Government and go one Dbetter.
Perhaps the hon. gentleman will conde-
scend to explain to the members of the
House from the east the peculiar language
of the prairies as to seeing a man and going
one better. I have an idea, however, that it
means outbidding in some way or other.
I submit that a leader having three courses
open to him is not crowded into a very
narrow corner, after all. But the hon.
member for West Assiniboia sees him and
goes one better, for he has four courses
open. He may not only see the Government,
and go one better, agree with it, or onpose
it, but he may de what he has done time and
again, speak in one direction and vote in
another.

Mr. DAVIN. Never. Give an instance.

Mr, GASEY That is a course that is not
open to the leader .of the Opposition, who
has not learned that trick.

" Mr. DAVIN. There is not a single in-
stance of such action on my part.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. member for West
Assiniboia made an attack:on Mr. Sifton
and quoted an interview with him in Mone
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treal, and some speeches in IHaldimand, the |
report of which Mr. Sifton does not acknoiw-
ledge as being perfectly correct. I think the

hon. gentleman was rash in assuming that

intervicw were exictly accurate. Not many
years has elapsed since there appeared in

a speech supposed to have been delivered by
the hon. member for West Assiniboia (Mr.
Davin) the night before at Stratford. It
not only contained gems of wit and humeour,
but interruptions and clever replies, also
cheers, satirical and applausive. The only
unfortunate circumstance lacking to the com-
pleteness of the report was that it nnfortun-
ately happened that Providence had prevent-
ed the hon. member from getting to Strat-
ford on the evening in question. The hon.
gentleman, therefore, should not depend too
‘much on reports of interviews and speeches.
He further informed the House that the
voice and manner of the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) were
much more cheerful when he had deficits
to discuss, and he almost desired to see a
continuance of deficits in order to keep that
hon. gentleman in good condition, and
happy. But the hon. member need not
worry about the cheerfulness of the hon.
member for South Oxford, for the deficits
seem likely to continue and the hon.
member (Sir Richard Cartwright) will
have plenty of opportunity to manifest
cheerfulness. Then the hon. member for
Assiniboia went out of his way to prove
that his friends in framing the Speech from
the Throne on this occasion had been guilty
of what must be called gross and undoubt-
ed plagiarisin, for he quoted from the
Speech of 1877 to show that the very
language employed in regard to the falling
revenue and loss of equilibrium—which is a
grand phrase—in our finances at that time
had been inserted in the Speech at the
opening of the present session. He said
that when hon. members found fault with
that expression they were simply attacking
their late financial leader. It appears to
me the hon. member for Assiniboia, in call-
ing attention to that fact was simply prov-
ing that the occupants of the Treasury
benches had not sufficient originality to
invent a Speech from the Throne, which did
not require a great deal of ability after all,
" but had to plagiarise a very old speech. The
‘hon. gentleman, moreover, was very solici-
tous respecting the prospects of the leader
of the Opposition in connection with the
school question. He told the House what
my hon. friend should have done in order
to take advantage of the great opportunity
presented to him; he fussed, cackled, and
excited himself over that subject in a man-
ner that compels me to parody what he said
of the speech of the hon. member for Bothi-
well (Mr, Mills), and say that he spoke with
all the garrulity of an aged grandmother.
We are not, perheps, able to divert the hon.

5y |

gentleman (Mr. Davin) as he stated we could
not divert him from the course of his re-
marks, but we probably have obtain-

5 ' ed sufficient diversion for the present from
the reports of Mr. Sifton’s speeches, and the |

h.is speech, and I may pass on to the con-
sideration of questions and personages

' somewhat meore weighty. It is impossibie
the Ottawa ‘“ Citizen ” a verbatim report of : i b

for any of us in this House to pass without
notice the paragraph referring to the loss
which the House and the country have sus-
tained in the deaths of Sir John Thompson
and of our dear old friend the Hon. Félix
Geoffrion, the late member for Verchéres.
Of Mr. Geoffrion, I must say that we of the
old guard have known him ever since our
entry into politics. He was a sort of politi-
cal foster father to many of us, he was a
man on whose judgment we could always
rely, whose good sense never failed and
whose honesty was never for a moment
doubted by any oune. I think I may say that
Mr. Geoffrion had not a single acquaintance
wherever he was known who was not at the
same time a personal friend of his. We
looked upon him as an example of the
sturdy gentleman of the old school, and as
a thoroughly sound politician at the same
time. I do not think that higher praise ean
be given to any man. With regard to Sir
John Thompson, the news of his sudden
death struck us at first as almost an impos-
sibility. Rumours floated about of his
death in Windsor Castle at the foot of the
throne, in the presence of the Queen some
said, and it all seemed so unreal that for a
time we could not possibly appreciate it.
But when the sad and pathetic details began
to arrive ; the details of his appearance at
Windsor Castle, of the men who travelled
with him in the train from London, of those
who were with him in the Council Chamber
when he was swern in of the Privy Council ;
and when we read of his final remark be-
fore he fell in death across the shoulder
of his neighbour at the table, when we re-
cognized in that remark the courtesy and
thoughtfulness for others which always
characterized the man, then we were able
to feel that the sad news was the ccld tele-
graphic truth, and I need not refer to the
shock which the lamentable death produced
on the mind of every man in the country
who knew him. We were at last com-
pelled to realize the fact that, surrounded
by princes and nobles and dignitaries in
the old historic pile at Windsor, death had
taken away our friend in the zenith of his
greatness. While a great deal has been
said, and justly said, about Sir John Thomp-
son himself, enough has already been said
with reference to the gracious and royal
lady who showed her true Iadyhood in
nothing so much as the care which she took
to show her personal respect for the remains
of the dead statesman and for his relatives.
who were left. It cannot be forgotten that
the Queen is an.extremely busy woman,
far busier than most of us in this country
can realize, but in spite of the time she
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had to give to affairs of state and to
the necessary ceremonials of the court, she

devotad poarsonal attention to the smallest:
details of respect to the remains of the:
Even beyond all that'
a personal feeling of regard and:
sympathy and motherliness shown by Her:

Canadian statesman.
there was

Majesty towards the orphan daughter of the

great statesman which did the highest credit :
I

to the noble hear of this queenily lady.
believe that it is proper that we should pay

@ tribute to the kindness of Her Majesty in:
this matter, and I believe that. without being !
accused of any undue show of gushing loyalty
we ean very properiy and fairly and justly .
express our high appreciation of the manner

in which ladyhood was exemplitied by the
Queen on that occasion.

felt already.

the gentleman who is at the head of the

Government and sits in the Senate) that the .

difference is so unmistakable that nobody
can avoid noticing it

of its leaders. ‘
terial side of the House, which used to be

so triumphant and even boastful, have been:
The speeches from this.

apologetic so far.
side of the llouse, on the contrary, however

right or <wrong in the opinions they
may have advanced, have been con-:
fident and hopetul, and 1 may say ag-:

gressive. I will go further, and say that the:
leader of the House and his first lieutenant, ;
who spoke on IFriday last, were supported, :
or I should say not supported, by their fol- !
lowers in a manner which I never saw par-.

alleled on the occasien of the opening of

Parliament. It is within the memory of all:
of us here how! in the old days, when the

leader of the House mnade his first speech
of tlie session. the enthusiasm used to boil

over on the back benches and on all the .

benches between them and the front ones.
and how the House used to be crowded to
hear what he said. Was it so on Friday
last 2 No, Sir. I will not say that the gen-
tlemen on this side of the House did not
give the Finance Minister a good hearing,
because they did, and there was a large
attendance of Opposition members, but it

was sad to any friend of the Governmenti
to see the array of empty benches that were ;

behind the Finance Minister and the Minis-
ter of Justice when they addressed the
House. I can attribute it to nothing but
to a sense of the fact that the party has
lJost its head, that there is disunion on the
ministerial benches, that trouble is cropping
up in the near future, and that there is an
uncertainty among the supporters of the
Government and the Cabinet Ministers them-
selves as to what should be done in the
crisis and as to what is going to happen

Mr. CasEy.
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Sir, the loss of Niv:
John 'Thompson is beginning to be deeply
This session of Parliament is.
practically only two days old in debate, ana:
I say (without any disrespect to the gentle-:
man who is now leading the House, or to:

The spirit is gone out ;
of the party and the spirit has gone out,
The <peeches from the minis-:
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them. I cannot profess to lament that fromn
;& party point of view, but 1 do lament that
in such a crisis as this—for it is a crisis
in more ways than one—a crisis in regard to
our tariff poliey and a crisis to a smaller ex-
tent in regard to the Manitoba school ques-
tion, that party should have lost the only man
who seemed capable of uniting it together as
a solid body for legislative purpoeses. It is
bad for the country when the party that
ias the majority in the House has not a heal
able to lead it in straight paths of legisia-
tion, and I fear that it cannot be said that
the party of the hon. gentlemen opposite has
stich a2 head at the present time. Now, 1
have alluded to the fact that the Ministers
began their stumping career long before the
House opened. I do not intend to go over i
series of stump speeches, but I want to call
attention to one fact in regard to these
speeches, taking one of the Minister of
Finance’s more especially for a text. Years
ago speeches intended to boom the National
“Policy were made with the view of proving
that something great was Dbeing done for
. the manufacturers, while in this last cam-
paign our friends opposite appeared to think
that they must talk to the farmers, and the
Minister of I'inance seemed to fancy him-
self specially qualified to address the far-
mers on tariff -questions, and to couvince
them of the soundness of his policy. He was
the farmer’s friend, the man who kept out
tbe ravenous wolves in the United States
from preying upon our market—the man who
kept up the price of wheat, cattle, hogs and
every other kind of farm product in this
country. But, Sir, his taste had been vitl-
ated to such an extent by practice before
protectionist audiences, his mind had been
pumped sa full of flapdoodle by the agents
! of the combines that he found himself to-
tally incapacitated for making an impression
on an audience of farmers. I will trouble
you with only one specimen of the way he
attempted to make the farmers believe that
they were prosperous and happy. In one of
his earlier speeches, at Galt, he said :

In 1891, there are 500,000 more people living in
the cities than in 1881. Have you not a market
of 500,000 mouths more than you had in 1881 ?
The more the city population is in comparison
to the rural population, the better is the home
market for the farmer.

There is an argument to be addressed to an
audience of intelligent farmers. If that
argument means anything, it means that the
depopulation of the country parts and the
building up of the cities is a direct boon tu
the farmers. It means that every man whose
farm is sold out by the loan company, and
who goes to the city to drive a horse or to
become a porter in a store or to work in a
factory, has become a more valuable cltizen
to the farmer than he was when living be-
side him in the country. It means that
every farmer’s son who deserts the farm
and seeks to make a living in the city is

i
H
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doing more good to this country than the
one who stays at home and helps to in-
crease the productiveness of the farm. It
means that this country would be better off
if nine-tenths of the farms were depopulated
and lying waste. If his argument means
anything, it means that. But the farming
community were not to be caught by such
chaff as that. It has been ridiculed, and
justly ridiculed, all over ihe country, and I
have only alluded 10 it to show how a bad
habit of trying to make belicve that every-
thing that has happened under the National
Policy has been of benefit to the country,
could lead an intelligent man like the Fin-
ance Minister to address such stuff to an
audience of farmers. The mouth policy, the
policy of getting, rich by the number of
mouths in the towns, is not going to take
with the farming community. The hon. gen-
tleman’s policy of farmers” protection re-
minds me very much of the farmers’ protec-
tion that we used to operate on a small scale
about the time of corn planting when I was
a boy. We went for protection then, not
against the United States farmer, but ag amst
the erows, and the protection scheme thch
we instituted consisted of a lot of posts put
up around the corn patch, with a ribbon of
basswood bark tied from post to post, and
a tall dark figure in the centre, wearing last
year's Sunday hat and a seedy long-tailed
coat. This was the farmers’ protection in
the days of my boyhood, and was about as
effective, though it but dimly resembled the
farmers’ protection scheme now. But it is
hardly worth while asking what is good
policy for the farmers, for the Minister of
Finance has abdicated his functions as the
controller of our tariff. I used to assert this
during the discussions on the tariff legisla-
tion of last session. I used to say as item
after item came up that it must have been
prepared by the special trade which it was
intended to benefit. My assertion was pooh-
poohed at the time; I was told that the
items were framed by the Finance Minister
himself. But I hold in my hand positive
proof that the assertion was well founded
—that the Minister of Finance neither made
nor revised our tariffs, that he was
only the mouthpiece of an oligarchy, a Vene-
tian Conncil of Ten who dictated the terms
on which the tariff must be framed. Y have
in my hand the organ of the combines,
called “ The Canadian Manufacturer,” bear-
ing date March 1st, which contains a report
of the annual meeting of the Manufacturers’
Association on the 27th of February, from
which I shall read a few extracts to show
that the combpines framed the tariff, and not
the Minister of Finance or any other memn-
ber of the Government. The president, in
his address, began by referring to the his-
“tory of the Manufacturers’ Association
which is co-eval with the existence of the
National Policy. He said it had gone on:
With but one single object in view, and that
to exert all its influence to maintain and up-

represent, and aet for,

hold that financial policy of the Government
that would in all Canadian industrial enter-
prises give the home market to the home pro-
ducer, that would encourage the investment of
capital in workshops and factories, and that
w,,cl))uld give diversified employment to Canadian
labour ;

And so forth. The Manufacturers’ Associ-
ation is, then, distinctly for the purpose of
maintaining a protective policy, according
to the statement of the president of that
association. Now, as to the method in
which the Manufacturers’ - Association
think that the tariff showid be framed,
I will give you a quotation to prove that
they do not think anybody else should in-
terfere with them in what they consider
ought to be done in that regard :

It may be that our present system is not per-
fect—perfection is not attained in this life—and
ne doubt many marufacturers feel that it would
be to their advantage if certain changes were
made in the tarifi ; but we do not usually call
in quacks as medical advisers when we are ill,
neither do we consult with our enemies on im-
portant business matters ; and it would not be
wise to ask the enemies of protection to correct
any incongruities that may exist in the tariff.

In other words, the president of the Man-
ufacturers’ Association maintains that no-
body but the manufacturers themselves
should have a voice in correcting, as he
calls it, the incongruities of that tariff. He
goes on to refer to the ‘dangers that were
passed during the year—the outbreaks of
free trade feeling here and there, the death
of Sir John Thompson, &c., and then says :

It is comforting te know, however, that in this
country there are always those who are able to
assume any duties that may devolve upon them ;
and although we will long deplore the loss of
Sir John Thompson, we congratulate ourselves
that in Sir Mackenzie Bowell we have a Premier
who is in close touch and sympathy with us,
and in whose hands our interests will be safe.
We are assured by him and by his colleagues
in the Government, that in the future, as in the
past, protection to Canadian industries will bhe
the inseription upon the banner under which
ihey wili ﬁght the political battles of the coun-
ry
Here is something new to the country at
large. Here is a fact that the Premier
and the Government, who are supposed to
the whole people,
have been giving, on the sly, special assur-
ances to the Manufacturers’ Association as
to their conduct regarding protection. I
claim that this is unconstitutional servility
on the part of the Minister and his Cabinet.
Then the secretary made his report and
gave a history of the association’s efforts
for the last year. He tfakes care to say a
good word for the present Mirister of Trade
and Commerce. He said :

Some anxiety may be felt that Sir Mackenzie
being no longer Minister of Trade and Com-
merce, efforts to promote the export trade of
Canada may not be as active and efficient as
under his regime. But there is no cause for
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such anxiety. As Premier, he will be none the
less interested in the matter, and we are as-
sured that the new Minister in that department,
Hon. Mr. Ives, will push it, and do as much for
it as the most enthuiastic could desire.

They are satisfied with their new Minister,
They say he is a pretty good boy, and, ai
all events, Sir Mackenzie Bowell will look
after him and see that he does his duty.
Then the secretary tells us how this re-
vision of the tariff came about last year,
and to this I would call special attention :

At the time of the last annual meeting of this
association, the Finance Minister and the House
of Commons were struggling in the revision of
the tariff. There had been a fierce and unrea-
soning demand for such a revision as would, if
carried out, have amounted to a revolution ; and
it required the best generalship on the part of
Mr. Foster and his protectionist colleagues and
supporters to withstand the onsets of the free
trade enemy. On March 27, the House, sitting
in Committee of Ways and Means, Mr. Foster
introduced his Tariff Bill, which instantly be-
came operative.

Now, we are coming to the point. You
will remember, Mr. Speaker, how much
that first draft of the Tariff Bill was
- changed :

Quite a number of amendments were, from
time to time, made to this bill, and before its
final passage on July 26, it became modified to
an extent that gives much satisfaction to the
counttry—-certainly to the friends of the Governs
ment.

By friends of the Government he natmally
wishes us to understand the combines. He
goes on to show how these modifications
took place:

The Tariff Committee of the assceciation, in
the discharge of their duty, ard in accord with
the usage of this association, entered upon a
close and careful examination of all matters
brought before it by members of the associa-
tion relating to the tariff. The situation at that
time was critical. ' An excitement, amounting
to a furore, had been worked up by the enemies
of protection, and some who had previously de-
clared themselves staunch adherents of the Na-
tional Policy weakened. It was evident, how-
ever, that some changes in the tariff were im-
perative, and that if they were not inaugurated
by the friends of protection. the Government
could not survive, and that the enemies of pro-
tection would accede to power.

The secretary confesses that if the Gov-
ernment had not made some prudent
- changes in the tariff it would have been
beaten, and this free trade party, which
hon. gentlemen opposite say has no power
or influence in the country, would h_ave
~come in and controlled the tariff. The
combines saw the case more clearly, than
~ hon. gentlemen opposite. The secretary
“‘;-co:ntlnues : N

It was under these circumstances that the
Tariff Committee entered upon their labours,
‘having’ the counsel and assistance of many of
. the most experienced members of the assccia-
',‘.tion, the result of which was the embodiment of

M. CasEY.

their views in a communication to the Finance
Minister, which elicited from him a kindly
letter, in which he alluded to it as a well-pre-
pared brief in which all the matters therein dis-
cussed had been done full justice.

A well-prepared brief, Mr. Speaker. Who
gets the brief ? The counsel for one side
or the other in a case. What does the
counsel get along with the brief ? A fee,
and a counsel never touches a brief unless
there is a fee mentioned in it. It is not
possible for me to say what form the fee
took in this case—whether it was a promise
of money or subscription towards the ap-
proaching elections or general support and
influence during the elections. But you
may be sure, Sir, that when the Minister of
Finance took a brief from the combines,
he took a fee of some kind or the promise
of a fee. 'The secretary continues :

Perhaps it might be going too far to even sur-
mise the effect these recommendations of your
Tariff Committee to the Minister may have had
in the final arrangement of the tariff ; but it is
but an act of justice to the commxttee to direct
attention to the large number of changes that
were made in the tariff along the lines sug-
gested in the recommendations, and that in many
instances the language used in both are sub-
stantially identical. This is particularly notice-
able as regards the iron schedule, the duties upon
textiles, the duties upon drugs, chemicals, alcho-
holic preparations, &c., as well as upon an ex-
tended list of miscellaneous articles.

There we have a complete charge. It was
not a tariff committee of the Goyernment
which drew up these revisions of the tariff,
but the tariff committee of the Manufac-
trers’ Association. They made a brief for
the Minister of Finance, and they sent it
to him by letter. They did more. They
sent a deputation after it, to which I will
call your attention in a moment. The Min-
ister of Finance not only accepted their
suggestions, but accepted their statements
of their views verbatim, and put om the
statutes exactly what this committee of
combines directed him to put on. Then the
secretary proceeds :

On February 14, 1894, a largely attended joint
meeting of the Tariff and Executive Committees
of this association, and of other members, was
held in this office, Mr. R. W. Elliot presiding.
The meeting was called to take final action on
all such tariff matters as had been previously
submitted to the association, the business hav-
ing been previously arranged and prepared for
consideration. The brief, as prepared by the
secretary, was accepted and adopted as express-
ing the views of the association, and the secre-
tary was instructed to present the same to the
Minister of Finance.

The brief was presented to the Hon. Mr.
Foster, at Ottawa, on Kebruary 26, 1894.
You will remember, Sir, that immednately
after 26th February, 1894, the Finance Min-
ister began to eat up his first propositions
and to substitute the ones forced upon him
by his masters. In view of the state of
things, in view of the complete abdication
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of their funetions by the hon. gentlemah gun of the great salvo of artillery
and his colleagues, the words used by the | that shall blow them out of existence.
leader of the Opposition in a speech at|The reading of these extracts from

Montreal, in which he said that emancipa-
tion was the first issue before the people
were not a bit too strong. Here we have
a class of combines a«amst whom one
member of the Govemment directed a bill
a few years ago, but which bill seems to
have utterly failed in its object. The Finance
Minister takes their brief ; he does what they
tell him to do, and their will becomes law. 1
say, Sir, that he is the slave of the com-
bines; I say that the combines who, by
means of what is called the National Policy
collect taxation for their own pockets in-
stead of for the public treasury, are in the
position of the publicans of old in the
Roman Empire, who paid large sums yearly
into the treasury for the privxlege of collect~
ing as much taxes as they could from the
people of the different provinces. And thesc
publicans when mentioned in the scriptures,
were classed with the sinners. They were
not our friends who sold strong drink, but
those who paid for the right of taxing the
people of the provinces. They were classed
with the sinners and properly so, and I class
this same sort of people with the sinners
to-day. The alliance between the combines
and the high tariff Government is an alli-
ance between the publicans and sinners, an
alliance as much to be reprehended to-day
as it was in the time of our Saviour. I
cannot read through all the interesting
matter in this report without occupying too
much time ; but there is one delicious sen-
tence which I think I must read to you, in
which the association speaks in the true
tone of reyalty encouraging deserving sub-
jects, where they are speaking of the new
Premier. The association passed a reso-
Iution including these words in the way of
congratulation, and I ask hon. members to
note the royal tone in which they express
their pleasure with and their approval of a
good and faithful servant. They say :

It is due to him, as head of the Dominion
Government, as it is our pleasure that this as-
sociation should declare and make known to him
our entire confidence in his ability to manage
the affairs of this country, and that manage-
ment will be along the lines that he has so
closely followed for so many years. And we
hereby assure him that in the administration of
the great trust that is reposed in him he will
have the most cordial support of this associa-
tion. :

I do not think that anything more impudent
was ever sown broadeast throughout this
country than the language I have read out
of this report, in its calm assumption of
authority over the Government, and its
lofty approval of well behaved members
of the administration whom it can trust to
carry out its behests. I am sure, Sir. that
the publication of this, which is evidently
intended to act as an advertisement in the
interest of the combines, is really the first

the report has taken more time than I
intended to occupy, and I beg the pardon of
the House for detaining hon. members so

‘long. But the extracts I have read indicate,

I believe, a condition of affairs of serious,
grave, and I might almost say vital im-
portance to the people of this country. I
think it is absolutely essential that they
should be placed on record in the debates of
this House, so that the people may see to
what degree of impudence and arrogance
our new rulers have attained, how fully
they control the Government of the day and
how servilely the latter act in regard to
them. I thank hon. members for the in-
dulgence With which they have listened to
me.
ADJOURNMENT—-EXPORT OF CATTLE.

Mr. McMULLEN moved the adjournment
of the debate.

Mr. LAURIER. Before the motion is car-
ried, I desire to call the attention of the
Government to a matter of some urgency.
I refer to certain changes in connection with
the cattle trade. Two or three years ago,
if I remember correctly, a departmental re-
zulation was issued with regard to the
space to be allowed on steamers carrying

cattle. The space then ordered was a mini-
mum of 2 feet 8 inches for each ani-
mal. That has Dbeen the regulation  in

force from that time up to the present. I
am informed to-day by the cattle breeders
that this regulation has been altered by the
Government, and that the space has been
reduced to 2 feet 6 inches. which, as [
am informed by men in the trade, is alto-
gether insufficient. I call the attention of
the Government at once to this matter. I do
not know that the Government is prepared
at this moment to give an answer on this
point, the Minister of Agriculture not being
a member of this House. But I call atten-
tion to the change which, as I am informed,
is injurious to the trade and ought to be
remedied at once, and, if the old order is not
restored I will call attemtion to the matter
to-morrow after the hon. gentleman has had
an opportunity to consult his colleagne the
Minister of Agriculture.

AMr. FOSTER. I think I can give my
hon. friend the information he wishes with
regard to this matter. It is true as he has
said that last year the space was fixed at
2 feet 8 inches, and that this year, on
representation, it is proposed to fix the space
at 2 feet 6 inches on the upper deck,
the space below being the same as last year.
I understand that it is the same space as is
allowed on vessels which go from American
ports, and the object was to enable steam-
boat owners to carry as large and conse-
quently as paying a freight as possible, but
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at the same time under the impression that

the cattle upon the upper deck would not be |

at all injured, so that both interests would
be conserved. The cattle men have made
and are making their representations. They
are here to-day and are being heard by the
members of the Government who have this
matter in charge, and 1 have no doubt at all
that satisfactory arrangements will be come
to in a very short time.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned

at 9.40 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Tuespay, 23rd April, 1895.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

PRAYERS.

NEW MEMBER.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House, that |
the Clerk of the House had received from :

THE CATTLE REGULATIONS.

Mr. LAURIER. Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I would claim all the atten-
tion of the leader of the House to the sub-
ject I brought up yesterday—the regulations
with regard to the cattle trade. 1 under-
stood from the hon. gentleman yesterday
that negotiations were now going on be-
tween the Government and the representa-
tives of the cattle trade. If my information
is correct, nothing has been concluded so
far. Now, this is a question upon which
there cannot be any delay. The time has
come for the shipping of cattle and it is im-
portant that the trade should know at once
what the regulations are to be. As I under-
stood, the regulations which have been in
force for some years have not caused any
complaint, but have been quite satisfactory
to the shippers of cattle. But now, without
notice, so far as I know, the change which I
referred to yesterday has been made. It is
most important that any action to be taken
by the Government should be taken at ouce,
so that shippers may know whether the pre-
sent regulations are to be maintained or not.
As this matter is important to other mem-
bers than myself, I will move the adjourn-
ment of the House.

{

i
1

Mr. FEATHERSTON. When this ques-
tion was before the House last night, I un-

the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, a cer-; derstood the leader of the House to say that

tificate of the election and return

Of the Hon. Walter Humphries Montague, for
the Electoral District of Haldimand.

SAFETY OF RAILWAY EMPLOYEES.

Mr. MACLEAN (York) moved for leave
to introduce Bill (No. 13) to promote the

safety of railway employees. He said : The
object of this Bill i¢, in the first place, to:
protect railway employees, by making a law:
that after the year 1900, every train shall be,
provided with automatic brakes and with-
couplers which shall not necessitate the men

passing between the cars.

had five years’ experience as a brakeman '
and every engine-firiver five years’ experi-:
ence as a fireman. I might add that similar:

It also provides.
for the protection of the general public, to:
this extent—that every conductor must have;

l;the same space had been adopted as was
;allowed in shipping from American ports.
: The American cattle are shipped in a space
lof 2 feet 6 inches on deck, I believe, as
‘compared with a space of 2 feet 8 inches
{allowed on vessels from Canadian ports.
{' The reason the Americans can afford to
‘ship their cattle in a space of 2 feet 6 inches
is that their cattle are more hardy and
stronger cn their legs than ours are, because
they are fed outside the stable and in the
fields and have daily exercise, which cn-
ables them to grow more muscle than cattle
fed in stable. The American cattle are,
. therefore, stronger for the sea voyage than
our cattle, which are left in the stable for
six months in the winter season. 1 think
“that in justice to the trade the shippers
should be allowed the space aliowed to us a
few years ago. Since the embargo was

legislation has been introduced in many of: blaced upon cattle in Great Britain, we have
the States of the Union and almost univer-| ot been able to ship small cattle as for-
sally adopted, and that this Bill is presented ; merly. We are, therefore, shipping larger
by me at the request of the railway em-:cattle, and that is an a@dditional reason why
ployees of the country as represented by the | We require larger space for our cattle going
various brotherhoods. gfrolrln Montreal andf Qu%bec. rl(‘ihgh season
. i will commence in a few days, an ere are

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first 3 great number of good cattle this year. If

time. : | these should be crowded in a small space, it

MEMBER INTRODUCED.

Hon. Walter Humphries Montague, member
for the Electoral District of Haldimand, intro-
duced by Mr. Patterson (Huron) and Mr. Mar-
shall. ‘ ‘

Mr. FosTER.

will be very injurious to the trade. The re-
duction of 2 inches in space which has been
asked for, means an increase of about 634
per cent in shipping capacity. 7That, taken
on a basis of say 40 shillings, with 624 per

i cent added, would be about 42 shillings and
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4%d.. or let us say for practical purposes,
42s. 6d. 1 think business men would rather
pay the additional 2 shillings and 6 pence
for the larger space than ship in the smaller
space at existifig rates. ~The additional cost
is nothing as compared with the safety of
the cattle and the advantage they would
have in the larger space. Therefore, I hope
the Government will see fit to retain the re-
gulation instead of reducing the space, as
proposed. At at any rate, I trust the Govern-
ment will allow 2 feet 8 inches for the ear-
lier shipping months of the season. No
doubt, there will be some heavier cattle com-
ing forward in the fall season, but we shall
really require a larger space for the spring
season. It is impossible to do without the
larger space even on deck, to which, I un-

derstand, the proposed new regulation is
confined.
Mr. COSTIGAN. I think, Mr. Speaker,

that this is rather an unusual way to get in-
formation asked for across the floor of the
House. The leader of the Opposition drew
the attention of the House to this matter
yesterday, and he was promised that the
matter should receive immediate attention
and that he would be informed. It was
hardly necessary, I think—though, of course,
it was the right of the hon. gentleman-—to
move the adjournment of the House and
open a debate on a subject which requires
no debate at all. I think the hon. gentle-
man will agree with me in this, when 1
state that I met a large deputation of the
cattlemen of the country and discussed the
matter with them, and when I tell the
hon. gentleman that the whole matter is
settled—

Mr. LAURIER. Settled in what way ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Settled so that the old
regulations remain. Iu view of the strong
represeniations made LY these gentlemen
that no changes should be made, the old re-
gulations will stand. I think this should be
quite satisfactory to the hon. gentleman and
his friends. ‘

Mr. LAURIER. If the old regulations re-
main and the new ones are cancelled, I am
quite satisfied.

Mr. SPROULE. 1 think the anxiety of
the Opposition is hardly warranted by the
facts. When the deputation was here yester-
day, I had the pleasure of intreducing it
to the Minister of Marine and Fisheries,
who agreed to take up the matter immedi-
ately. I understood that the leader of the
- Opposition was informed that it would be
dealt with immediately, and that informa-
tien would be given at the earliest possible
moment of what the Government would do.
There was no delay nor desire for delay on
the part of the Minister or the Government,
and the fact that the matter was dealt with
within twenty-four hours from the time the

deputation interviewed the Minister is suffi-
cient proof that there was no undue delay
shown by the Government.

Mr. MULOCK. There is also another
view of the case. A deputation of the cattle-
men some years ago waited upon a com-
mittee of the Government and presented
arguments which resulted in the passing
of an Order in Council allowing enlarged
space. The subject was brought up after
due notice to the vesselmen and the cattle-
men, and after arguments were made by
all the parties interested a decision was
arrived at. Now we learn that the Gov-
ernment, on an ex parté case made by
the vessel owners, decided to revoke the
decision which was come to after the hear-
ing of arguments on both sides; and if I
am rightly informed, the Government passed
an Order in Council or gave a decision re-
voking their judgment of four years ago.
Now, I protest against such hasty action in-
terfering with one of the most important
interests of the country, an action instigated
by one of the parties alone to the question.
The duty of the Government, when the
vesselmen made a complaint, was to have
summoned the other interests before them,
before proceeding to disturb trade and thus
produce want of comnfidence in the stability
of the arrangement, and force a deputation
to come down here in order to protect their
interests. While I commend the Govern-
ment for retracing its sieps, I hope the
Government will not again forget what is
due to both interests before arriving at a
judgment. I commend it for its repentance
but condemn it for its rashness in the first
instance. ’

Motion withdrawn.

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS EX-
CELLENCY’S SPEECH.

House resumed adjourned debate on the
proposed motion of Mr. Bennett for an Ad-
dress to His Excellency the Governor Gen-
eral in answer to his Speech from the
Throne. ‘

Mr. McMULLEN. I had no intention of
occupying at all the time of the House in
this debate, and were it not for some re-
marks made by hon. gentlemen opposite on
matters contained in the Address, I should
not now, Mr. Speaker, ask your indulgence. I
shall not detain the House by any lengthy
reference to the first part of the Address
dealing with the loss this country has sus-
tained by the death of two very able men
who formerly had seats in cur midst. After
all that has been said, I need only express
my regret at the great loss we have sustain-
ed and my sympathy with those to whom
death has caused & loss that is indeed irre-
parable. With regard to the condition of
the country at present as shown by the great
depression that exists—a depression which is
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admitted in the Address—we are in the very
unpleasant position of having to meet &
very large deficit. We have been accustom-
ed to seeing hon. gentlemen opposite coming
forward at the opening of each Parliament
and exulting with mock bravado over our
country’s financial condition. But to-day
they have to sing a different tune. The
Minister of Finance has been forced to ad-
mit that a very serious deficit is now star-
ing us in the face. But, he says, that while
from 1874 to 1878 a deficit followed increas-
ed taxation, from 1894 to 1895, the deficit
follows a reduction in taxes. But, Mr.
Speaker, the very small reduction which has
been made in the taxes of the country is no
excuse whatever for the enormous deficit
we have to meet. As the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) has
shown, all the reduction that has been made
amounts to one-tenth of 1 per cent. That
is the insignificant result which follows the

many days and weeks we spent in the re-

vision of the tariff. That is the miserable
outcome of the expressed determination of
the Minister to make very considerable re-
ductions. We all know how, by the time
the tariff was finally got through committee,
the anticipated and promised reductions
vanished into very thin air, and our taxa-
tion stood at almost the original amount at
which it stood before we touched the tarift
at all. It was a repetition of the mountain
in iabour producing a mouse. When there-
fore the Minister of Finance attributes the
deficit of this year to the reduction in taxa-
tion, he is simply repeating his old game of
trying to impose on the credulity of the
people. The deficit is unquestionably the
result of the general depression, and for
that depression the Government is to a
large extent responsible. We have had in
this country a saturnalia of about fifteen
yvears of political profligacy. Year after
year we have gone on enormously increasing
the public expenditure and swelling the
annual drain upon the resources of our
Dominion, until we have reached that point
when. with an expenditure of between $36,-
000,000 and $37.000.600 a year on a popu-
lation of not yet five millions, even the
Finance Minister finds himself compelled to
call a halt. Last year the hon. gentle-
man promised to apply the pruning-knife.
He said it would be his duty. as it would be
the daty of any wise and prudent house-
Keeper, when he found that income was
being reduced, to reduce proportionally, the
annual export. Well, we looked, and looked
very patiently and wistfully, for the re-
ductions he had promised, but they never
made their appearance. Now. 1 want to
remind the hon. Minister of Finance, and 1
think this is the proper time to do it, that
in face of the very considerable deficit we
have got to deil with this year, we shall
expect copsiderable reductions when the
estimates come down. We want him
distinetly to understand that if he is going

Mr. McMuLLEN.

to ask Her Majesty’s loyal Opposition—
and we are here, Mr. Speaker, to discharge
the duties devolving upon us—if he is going
to ask us to consent to the passage of items
of a very objectionable and extravagan:
character such as we have had to discuss and
pass in this House in past sessious, he is
going to have many weary nights in getting
them through this Chamber. We have got
a deficit that we are just as anxious to pro-
vide for as the Minister of Finance., ant
now before he issues his estimates is the time
to apply the pruning-knife., and if he will
apnly it vigorously. and cut off all these
items of expenditure that the country can
well do without, he will realize the advantage
of doing so in getting these estimates
through the House. My hon. friend. I dare
say, is not too robust at any time. his phy-
sical strength and bodily appearance ave
not of that character that would enable him
to bear, day in and day out. and week in
and week out. the torture and annoyance
of fighting estimates in committee. Well,
Sir, if he will take my advice and now ap-
ply the pruning-knife. and cut off unneces-
sary items, he will realize the advantage of
doing it, and if he does not do it, he may
expect that his bodily appearance will
hardly be able to cast a shadow by the
time he has got them all through this
House, if he intends to ask us to consent
to such estimates as he has presented to us
in the past. Now, Sir, I am one of those
who take an active part in the criticism of
the public expenditure., and I give him this
notice in advance, so that he may be pre-
pared. We want no more grants to Cara-
quetta railways and Tay canals, we want
no more grants of $2,000 a year to High
Commissioners in London to feed and wine
the lords of London at the cost of this couu-
try. We want these items all taken off.
and I warn the Minister of Finance that
now is the time to do it, and if he wants
to escape long and tedious sittings night
after night, he had better ecliminate from
the estimates, when he brings them down,
all these objectionable items—

AMr. FOSTER. That is in the nature of
@ threat.

Mr. McMULLEN-—and then we will try
and assist him, and in this way we will help
Lim to provide fer the enmormous deficit. I
know very well, that economy is something
that hon. gentlemen opposite know very
little about. I know that they have not
been accustomed to practice that peculiar
feature in conducting our public affairs. I
have heard the man who now stands at the
head of the Government say that on any
occasion he would rather justify an increase
of $100 than to defend a reduction of §5. I
know they have practiced that principle for

'a great many years. The Minister of Fin-

ance says that he expects. they have bridged
the last deficit we shall see, he hopes we will
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not have any more. \We are so accustomenq
to such utterances from hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, that we are unwilling to accept almost
any of their forecasts. We know perfectly
well what they promised us as a result of
the National Policy, at its inception. We
know very well that we were promised that
there would be no more business depression,
we were to stop the exodus, we were to turn
the balance of trade in our favour, we were
to tax British goods less than foreign goods,
we were to give to the farmers a home
market, to develop our mineral wealth, to
attain reciprocity with the United States,
to reduce the debt $100,000,000 by the year
1890, and to place 1,000,000 of people in the
North-west. Now these are some of the
things we were promised in the inception of
the National Policy. We have not realized
one of them, not a single one have the peo-
ple of this country realized. Now, Nir, we
contgnd that in view of the failure of all
these promises, it is time we should turn
over a new leaf and to commence a system
of economy, econom) in every department.
The people of this country are paying about
§3,500.000 per year to the inside and outside
Civil Service. I think that if the Minister of
Finance will go over that list he will find
a great many men whose principali work is

to draw their monthly salary and endorse:

their cheques. Now we can dispense with
the services of all these men. I think that
he can, if he is so disposed, apply the prun-
ing-knife in a great many directions. and
cut off many expenses that'are now burden-
some and unnecessary. You can abotish
a large amount of the expenses connected
with the Mounted Police, with the feeding
of the Indians, with the host of officials in
the North-west, with the Land Board at
Winnipeg, and with many other things east
-~ and west, north and south ; there is plenty
of rcom. But I know that it will be a hard
matter for the Minister of Finance to get his
. friends to consent to the necessary reduc-
tions, for the simple reason that a great
many of them are directly or indirectly re-
lated to a number of officials that are now
drawing salaries. It is not a pleasant thing
to ask his followers to assist him in cutting
off the heads of these people. and stopping
their drain upon the Dominicn treasury ;
but. 8ir, it has got to be domne. and if the
hon. gentlemen opposite do not do it, they
will find that this country will demand that
it should be done by some other Government.
Now, Sir, I notice in the Speech from the
Throne something with regard to Austra-
lian trade. The Government have been
making efforts in the direction of working up
an Australian trade ; they have subsidized
a steamshipl company to carry on trade be-
tween those colonies and Canada. I would
like to know in what line, or in what way,
the financial condition of the most depressed
portion of the people of this Dominion is to
be improved by an Australian trade. I have
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no doubt that the marufacturers of this
country might possibly reap some advantage,
but what advantage will the farmers of this
country reap by the Australian trade ? Why,
Sir, I believe that at the present time such
supplies as frozen mutton, and beef, and
many other things that will come into keen
competition with the products of the far-
mers of this country, have been imported
from Australia and entered for consumption
in Victoria, B.C. 1 do not see how these
things are going to benefit the farmers of
this country. I do not think that it is at all
possible for the Government to benefit
the farming community of this coun-
try Dby an Australian trade. I cannot
understand how it it to be done. There
are some matters to which the Address
should have made reference but whlch
it does not contain. A Royal Commission
has been sitting on the question of tem-
perance and the use and the abuse of alco-
holic drink, and although it has cost a great
deal of money to the country, the Speech
from the Throne does not contain a single
word with regard to the intention of the
Government respecting the report, or even
an intimation as to the date when it is
likely to be laid before Parliament. That
Commission was issued for the purpose of
deferring the consideration of the subject,
in order that the Government might not be
called upon to deal with it. The Minister of
Finance during the early period of his life
and when he entered Parliament delivered
very strong speeches in behalf of temper-
ance. but from the time he became installed
in office until the present he has stabled
that particular horse with which he made
such a successful entry in public life, which
he used in securing a constituency and a
seat in Parliament., and that horse has not
been saddled by him since that time. Al-
though the Commission has sat on the
temperance question, that important matter
has been deferred, year after year, and
probably it will be again deferred, and, in-
deed. it is not likely that we shall hear very
much about it during the present session
of Parliament. An hon. friend reminds me
of the adoption of the French Treaty. That
appears to have been a step in the wrong
direction, and certainly the people did not
expect that by the passage of any treaty
with a foreign country facilities would be
provided for increased consumption of light
wines such as are produced and exported
by France. Thus it appears we have heen
retrograding rather than progressing in
this réspect. The hon. member for Assini-
boia (Mr. Davin), in the course of his re-
marks yesterday, appeared to be very anx-
ious to obtain an expression of opinion from
the leader of the Opposition regarding the
Manitoba school question. He said he was
willing to sit at his feet and learn ; he evi-
dently wanted to go to the school of the
leader of the Opposition. Not only so,
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but he desired all the members of the Gov-
ernment to go and sit at the feet of the
leader of the Opposition and learn from
him. 1 quite admit that the hon. membor

for Assiniboia would do well to sit at the |

feet of somebody and learn, for he, certainly
requires to be schooled, and no doubt he
would like to see members of the Govern-
ment schooled. 1 desire to say to mem-

bers of the Government, by way of en-!
couragement, that when the leader of the

Opposition opens his school on the Mani-
toba school question he will admit all the
members of the Government as his pupils ;
but I am afraid that, instead of being fed
with taffy, he will punish them with scor-
pions, The hon. member for Assiniboia
also drew attention to what he considered
was apparent gratification on the part of
the Opposition over the present deficit. I
assure the hon. gentleman that we regret
very sincerely that the country has to meet
an enormous deficit this year, and our re-
gret is as sincere as that felt by hon.
gentlemen opposite. We feel as much in-

you make the deduction there is a balance
of 22 cents in place of 18 cents ; and that

does not even make up the balance of im-
terest. So the hon. gentleman was qguite

inaccurate in the statement he presented
in regard to the per capita interest. With
regard to the references made by the hon.
gentleman to Mr. Sifton, 1 desire to say that.
I do not wish to justify the action taken
by all members of Provincial Cakinets.
Those public men, as a rle, are capzble of
defending themselves, and, no doubt, Mr.
Sifton will take an early opportunity to
measure political swords with the hon.
member for Assiniboia, and give him a
castigation such as the Attorney General
for Manitoba doubtless considers he de-
serves. While the hon. member was find-
'ing fault with Mr. Sifton for giving away
the secrets of his Government, or, at all
events, stating what the Government were
going to do with respect to the Manitoba
school question, he should also have pointed
out how the Minister of Public Works of
| this Dominion went down into his own pro-

terest in the general well-bDeing and pros- t vince and declared before the electors of
perity of the Dominion as do hon. gentle- | Verchiéres that if the Government did not
men who happen to occupy the Treasury | give remedial legislation. he would resign

benches, and we earnestly hope that this
will be the last year of the deficits, al-
though we are very much afraid it will not
prove the case, judging by the reduction
in values; falling off in exports. and ab-
sence of public works, the construction of
which, during the past ten or fifteen years
have given considerable employment. The
Minister of Finance stated that the time for
borrowing had virtuailly come to an eud,
and that our debt had reached the highest
point. That does not appear to have been
the case. Our debt to-day stands higher
than at any previous period of the coun-
try’s history. and the interest which the
people are called upon to pay is also a
greater amount. Yesterday the hon. mem-
ber for Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) offered to
the House a statement in reference to the
per capita interest. That hon. gentleman,
however, is not a very skilful actuary, and,
judging from past experience, I never can
accept financial statements submitted by
bhim, and. on the present occasion, I desire
to point out that he has made a very serious
mistake. The hon. gentleman stated that
the increase in interest was only 18
cents per head. If he will take up the

! his seat and leave the Government. The
public press so stated ;: if that report is
not true, I am willing to allow the hon.
Minister to deny it. Thus the Minister
virtually threatened the Government of
which he is a member, that if they did not
adopt a certain course he would resign.
Was not that as important action as that
taken by Mr. Sifton with respect to the
action which the Manitoba Government
would take on the school question ? I con-
sider that this country never in its history
more needed a master-hand to guide it
than it does to-day. Where are the men
to take the place of the master-hands who
have guided the ship of state of Canada in
the past ? Where are the men to take the
!places of the Macdonalds, the Tilleys, the
Howes, the Camerons, and the AbDbotts ¥
We have none. We have before us to-day
virtually a Cabinet of political infants, men
but of yesterday, men who have not inad
any extended experience in banking or <on:-
mercial life to prepare them for the oner-
ous duties they are called upon to perfoun.
‘T admit that the hon. member for Assini-
| boia (Mr. Davin) promised to be a funnel
ito some of them, and to try and inluse

Year-Book, the figures in which must be brains and wisdom into them, but I amwm
accepted 28 accurate, he will find that the ! much afraid that the source is so exhaust-
statistics do not support his view of the:ed that the funnel is no longer of any use.

question. During the last year of the
Mackenzie Administration, the per capita
rate was $1.58. Let the hon. gentleman
turn to the Public Accounts for last year
and he will find that the amount of inter-
est paid was a little over $9,000,000. He
is well aware that, according to the last
census, our population was not quite five
millions. Making the division, he will ob-
tain a result of abont $1.86 per head. If

Mr McMvuLLEN.

‘I do not think that the hon. gentlenan
can possibly hope to perform that duty any
longer. 1 ask, in all earnestness, if ever
i there was a period in the history of this
country when a master-hand is required
to handle the affairs of Canada, is it not
‘at the present time ? We have not in ithe
Cabinet a man of such business training
as would enable him to grapple with the
national difficulties that our people find
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staring them in the face. The Minister of
Finance himself was never brought up to
a commereial life, He performed the im-
portant duty of teaching the young the vule

L ety

of three for a number of years, and he
detivering .
temperance lectures, but that is his only

also took an active part in

qualification to enable him to discharge
the duties of a Finance Minister.

look at the Minister of Justice. If 1here

is any othce in this country that should be

filled by a man to whom the Bar and
Judiciary of his country would look to as

able to uphold that position, it should Le
He should:
not be surpassed by any man at the Bar.

that of the Minister of Justice.

of this country. 1 would like to ask if the

Bar of this country is prepared to leok up .
to the present Minister of Justice as a man .

whose standing at the Bar, and ~whose

extended experience and training has fitted
him to occcupy his position? I say that there
are dozens and dozens of men in this coun--
try who are better fitted for the position, .
and who ought to be asked to assume its:
responsibilities, rather than te have it eccu-;

pied by such a young man, alimost a bheard-
less boy, I might say.

the Cabinet. There are a few of them that
I shall not refer to.
personal, Mr. Speaker.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. McMULLEN,
had to deal personally with some of the

Ministers, but I am not going to-follow up
that line.

them it would be considerably worse than;

in the cases of those I have mentioned. In

my humble opinion, the

perience outside of the political arena. 1
am sorry, for the sake of Canada, that this:
is the fact, because I believe that it would

Let us:

( Then, if rou go’
along and consider the other members of .

I do not wish to be:

I admit that I have

It is out of respect that I re-|
frain, because if I dealt with the rest of .

country at the!:
present time is not served by men of ¢x-
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'the Minister of IPublic W.rks, but he had
i better be prepared. W do hope that we
have seen the end of these scandals and
P disgraces. We want no more Curran
bridges, and publi¢c expenditures by which
the people of tbis country have been robbed
and plundered. They cannot stand that
- thing any longer. Now is the time for the
Government to commence in the matter of
i general reductions of expenditure. I nhope
the Minister of I'inance will see te it that
. before his Estimates are brought down he
. will have them in such a shape that we can
endorse them, and that we will not have
the prolonged fight which usually takes
place when he asks us to pass items that
are not intended for the public good. I
warn the Minister of Finance that if he
asks the members of the Opposition in this
House to consent to such items of expendi-
ture as he has proposed in years past, we
will fight them to the bitter end before we
vote for them.

Mr. DAVIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the in-
dulgence of the HMHouse to give an explana-
‘tion. The hon. gentleman (Mr. MecMullen)
charged me with an inaccuracy. and he re-
ferred me to the Year-Book. The Year-
Book is here, and it was from the Year-
Book I took my information. The net in-
terest paid per year, according to the Ycar-
Book, was $1.58, and the net interest paid
"per head, according to the Year-Book in
1803, was $1.74. That is what I said. I
think that my hon. friend was calculating
“on the gross debt, and not to the net debt.

Mr. McMULLEN. Mr. Speaker, if you
i will allow me to correct my hon. friend, I
might tell him that I referred to the Pub-
lic Accounts of this year, and surely he
-must have heard me make that statement.
{If he will turn to the Public Accounts of
|

| this year he will see that 1 am right.

Mr. DAVIN. You referred me to the Year-

be better for us if we had men of ability | Book.

filing those positions.

An hon. MEMBER. And honesty.

Mr. McMULLEN. Yes, and honesty. We
want honesty above everything else. We

have, had a reign of dishonesty that has
blackened the pages of this country for the
last fifteen years, and we earnestly hope

that we have seen the end of it, but we are|

not sure. We had the Curran bridge in-
vestigated last year, and we may possibly
have another. I am very glad to see that
the Minister of Public Works is cvidently
enjoying my remarks; but possibly befcre
the Public Accounts will be got through,
he may hear of something that may cause
another turn to his pleasantry, and he won’t
feel 80 genial. We have already some little
hints of what is brewing, and it may pos-
sibly come out. We hope it may come cut
all right, for we do not wish to frighten

i Mr. MCMULLEN. I referred you to the
| Year-Book for the amount of interest that
fwas paid when the Mackenzie Government
'was in power. I referred to the Fublic
Accounts of this year for the interest paid
this year, and if my hon. friend will turn
up the Public Accounts he will find that
i the net interest is $9,000,000.

Mr. DAVIN. The hon. member, address-
ing me, said : * If you refer to the Year-Book
you will find it to be so and so;” and I appeal
to my hon. friends who listened to him if
that is not the case ? ‘

Mr. McCARTHY. I think, Mr. Speaker,
there would be sufficlent justification for
this debate, unusual as it is in our proceed-
ings, from the fact alone of the time at
which the House has been summoned. I am
not here to dispute in the slightest degree
that the Farliament has béen summoned
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within the year provided by the constitution, !
and the Minister of Finance in that re-|
spect was right when he argued. in answer
1¢ the hon. the leader of the Opposition, that
there had been no breach of the constitution. !
But in another sense, and in the more pro-
per sense of the term, I venture to say that
there has been a very flagrant disregard of
that unwritten law and that unwritten rule
which requires the meeting of Parlinment at’
a convenient season. 1 have looked through
the Votes and Proccedings for the purpose !
of ascertaining at what time and at wwhat|
period the House has assembled during the!
last twenty years, and I think it will be:
found that this is the result. Commencing |
with the year 1875, the House has met once |
in the preceding December—that is to say. |
twice in one year, that was the time ot'z
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tunate occurrence happened during the early
half of December ; we know that the present
Administration was formed within a few
days afterwards ; and we know that while
technically it was a new Government, it
was not new in any other sense. It had
the same policy, and the same men with

‘the exception of the leader, were in their
‘places ; and T am unable to understand why

that change of administration. such as 7t
wits, should have delayed the calling of the
tHouse together bayond the ordinary time.
It appears to me to be a lame excuse, and
one which on its face is not entitled to any
great weight. The hon. gentleman put for-
ward other causes for delay. The next
cause, if I understood the argument, was
this—that the Manitoba question was before
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council,

thg Pacific Railway contract—five times in | that the judgment in that matter was not
the month of January, eleven times in the | rendered until the 29th of January, that it
nionth of February, once in the month of i did not reach Canada until the 19th of
March, and twice in the month of April;| February, that the matter had to be argued
and on these occasions on which the House  and determined before Parliament could be
has been called as Ilate as the month of ; assembled. that that determination was not

April there have Dbeen elections—once in |
1887, and again in 1891. So that in the ma-E
jority of instances we have met some timeg
in February, and the struggle of late years:
has been to try to have our meeting in|
January. This is the first time, without an
election, and without any cause or reason so
far as we know, that the House has been
called as late as the time at which we are!
now assembled. Novw, Sir, this is a matter!
to which we ought to call the attention of

rarlinment, and upon which Parliament
ought to pronounce, because it is the only
mieans by which the Executive can be check-
ed. It is not a party matter at all. It is
not a matter which calls for remonstrance
simply from a party point of view, and I
should be surprised if there are not members
on both sides of the House who will pro-
test against the calling of Parliament at a
season so inconvenient, not merely to the
great body of the members, but to those of
the public at large who have business to
attend to at the pariiamentary session. The
unwritten rule of cur constitution, the elas-
ticity which makes it preferable in our
judgment to the American system, must be
fairly and reasonably worked out, ov great
and irreparable injury may follow. Now,
what justification—because some justification
is necessary—has been offered by the leader
of the House for the delay in calling Par-
liament ? I have read—{or I had not the op-
portunity of being present—the speech of the
hon. Finance Minister and the excuses
which he offered to the House for this very
extraordinary delay in the convening of
this assembly ; and what are those ex-
cuses ? First, the hon. gentleman referred
to the unfortunate and lamented death of
the late Prime Minister, and the disorgani-
zation which necessarily followed that
event. Well, Sir, we know that that unfor-

Mr. McCantity.

made unti! the 19th of Mareh. and that, im-
mediately upon that determination being
arrived at, the House was summoned. Well,
I am unable tg understand on what prinei-
ple it was absolutely essential or in any way
necessary that this Manitoba question should
be determined before the meeting of Par-
liament. I should like to have something
more than the mere statement to show why
it was so imperative that this question
which has been standing for three or four
vears, should be determined absolutely be-
fore Parliament could be assembled. It
could have stood for another year, 1 think.
without any inconvenience to anybody. It
would have been far better, I think, for the
matter to have stood over than that the
legislature of Manitoba should have been
summoned here on nine days’ notice. The
notice was telegraphed, I think, on the 19th,
and the Government of Manitoba were
called upon to appear here betore the Bar
of the Privy Council on the 26th. The short-
ness of that notice, together with the fact
that the Manitoba legislature was then in
session, and the further fact that the lead-
ing Minister in that legisiature was on a
sick Jed and that it was therefore impossible
for his Government to give the subject the
consideration that was desirable, should in
all decency have required the matter to
stand ;: and 1 am unable for my part to ac-
cept in the slightest degree as a valid excuse
the alieged necessity of settling the Mani-
toba school question. The third reason was
still weaker than the other two : that was,
the negotiations with regard to Newfound-
land, as they were not terminated or even
commenced before the time that Parliament
was summoned. Therefore, that should
hardly be put forward as a cause of delay.
Bearing in mind everything we know—that
everything pointed not to a session, but
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to an election, and that not merely Oppo-
sition but Government candidates were being
rwominated all over the country—we cannot
close our eyes to the fact that this helding
of a session was an afterthought—why, we
dc not yvet know. There are various con-
tradictory stories. We are told that the
Minister of Justice resigned. or threatened
resignation. because of the calling of Par-
liament. We are told again that that is not
so. We are told that the object of a session
was to enact the legislation which the re-
medial order had foreshadowed. Again that
is denied. So that we are left completely in
the dark as to what is really the reason.
But it does appear to me that it is proper for
us to call attention to this matter, and to let
the Government understand that they can-
not postpone the assembling of Parliament
to suit their party interests and party ex-
igencies, without remenstrance from the
people whose interests we here represent.
Now, Sir. we sometimes have to go away
from home: to get news ; there is no doubt
about that; and I find in the Londou
“Jimes " perhaps a more honest and truthful
account of what goes on here in Ottawa
than is given in the party press which the
Minister of Justice has discounted and dis-
claimed in very strong language, if properly
reported. I find in the London * Times ™ of
the 23rd of March this report. cabled from
Ottawa by a correspondent who is said to
he in very close communication with the
TI'irst Minister :

Poth political parties are astounished at the de-
cision of the Ministry to summon Parliament on
April 18. Preparations for a general election
were. actually proceeding, conventions were being
held. candidates were being nominated, and an
extra staff of printers were at work at the Gov-
ernment Printing Bureau setting up the regis-
ter, the revision of which was completed on
March 1. It now appears that there is no neces-
sity for pushing on the preparations. Up to
Tuesday everything pointed to a general elec-
tion, but the growing {eeling of Ontario
against interference in Manitoba school affairs
undoubtedly led the Government to defer its
appeal to the country.

I also find the following communication to
the * Times” of the 27th of March :

Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper has resigned. The
announcement has caused great excitement in
the city, and strong hopes are expressed that he
may reconsider his decision, as, with the ex-
ception of the Hon. Mr. Foster, Minister of
Finance, he is regarded as the ablest member
of the Ministry. He considers an appeal to
the ccuntry to be the proper constitutional
course at present.

And on the 30th March, I find the statement
in the “Times” that the differences have been
reconciled between him and the First Min-
ister, that a cordial understanding has been
arrived at between Sir Mackenzie Bowell and
Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper and the latter
has withdrawn his resignation. Taking all
these statements together, either tae Ottawa

liar must be the correspondent of the London .
* Times,” or there must be some foundation
for the statements cominunicated—and com-
municated apparently in good faith, for there
was no reasoen to mislead and there is no-
thing to mislead in these statements—to that
great newspaper. Therefore, on the whole,
I beg to say, speaking for myself, that it
does appear to me that the delay this ses-
sion has been wholly unjustifiable and un-
warranted. Looking back over the last
twenty sessions, the average duration of
Parliament has been one hundred days and
over. We know that the supplies ought
to be voted by the 1st of July. Are we ex-
pected to rush things through ¥ or are we
called here to do anything ? Takins the
ordinary average session, we will be here
until the ist of Augusi—long into the sum-
mer months. Is there any good reason for
this ? Is there even any pretense of reason
at all in the excuse offered for this extra-
ordinary delay ? Has it come to this, that
everything we do'is done, not with a view
to the advancement of the country’s iniercst,
not out of any consideration for the welfare
of the country, but simply to advance party
ends ? Has it come to this that not werely
are our elections delayed, as we know they
are, withj the warrants lying in the hands
of the Clerk in Chancery for months and
months, because the Minister will not naune
a returning officer and will not appoint a
aay for the elections until every preparation
is made in the coustituenecy, but that even
the summoning of Parliament is delayed
from month to month in order to suit party
ends and exigencies ? I think this House
will be wanting in dignity and in the re-
spect it owes to itself, if it does not let the
Administration understand perfectly that
there are rights whieh cannot be disrcgarded
by any Government and that one of them
is that Parliament ought to be summeaned,
in ordinary circumstances, at a convenient
season for the members and the public who
have business to discharge. Another matter
to which I desire to draw attention is one
that has occupied a good deal of time in
this debate already, and in entering on ii I
desire the House to understand that I do not
propose by any means to consider the ues-
tion in all its bearings, but I think it im-
portant at this stage to let it be understeod
clearly here, and I hope elsewhere, what
the true bearings of the Manitoba school
question are. 1 was bpot surprised so muech,
at least in the constituency where I have
been recently campaigning, at the misve.
presentations that were made there. 1 was
not astonished that upon the one side the
people were told that the remedial order
which had been passed by the Government
was nothing! ynore than an order passed in
obedience to the mandate of Her Majesty.
In other words, that it was merely haading
on to Manitoba the decision and the judg-
ment of the Judicial Committee of the Privy



159 [COMMONS] 160
Council. That was bardly a fair way of | of law, and accompanying that decision of

putting it before the electors, but atter ail
one was not so much surprised at that as o
find in this House the misapprehension
which seems to prevail on the part of the
hon. gentlemen who have addressed wus, It
has, I confess, caused me some astonish-
ment, and I hope 1 will be able to point
out that their view is certainly not warrant-
ed or justified by anything to be found in
the language or terms of the remedial order.
My hon. friend from East Simcoe (Mr. Ben-
nett), who addressed this House In a vory
able speech—and I am glad to have thut to
say of my young friend whom I have Enown
from his boyhood—pointed ott in the course
of his very able address that all the Gov-
ernment had done and all that perhaps, 1
suppose, according to that doctrine, it pro-
posed to do, was to hand over the case to the
Government of Manitoba ; and he went on
to utter the fervent hope that the question
would disappear from the arena of federal
politics and that the province of Manitiha

would arrange amicably the rights or pri-!

vileges of the minority in respect of the
matters complained of and which the Privy
Council said had been affected. Now that
was somewhat the view presented on behalf
of my hon. friend, the Secretary of State,
in the contest just closed—that the Govern-
ment were not responsible for the decision :
that tliey were not respousible for thelr
actions ; that they had simply handed on to
Manitoba the judgment of the Privy Coun-
cil, and that it was to be hoped that the
Legislature of Maaitcba would settle that
matter amicably. 2nd cause it to disappear
from federal politics. Well, I pass from
him to the bhon. leader of the Opposition.
My hon. friend, the leader of the Opposition,
in his address seemed to be surprised at the
language of the Speech from the Throne in
which it was said the Government had come
to a decision. My hon. friend went on to
say that he had read the order pretty care-
fully and that he could hardly call it a de-
cision. It was simply an invitation to the

question, leaving it to them to apply a
remedy to the evil which had been created
by their own legislation. The invitation un-
fortunately was not couched, my hon. friend
went on to say, in very pleasant language.
My hon. friend, the leader of the House,
then followed, and we have another view
from him as to the meaning of it. And the
view he put forward was this :

What is the case to-day, he asks. That sub-
ject is manumitted to the Legislature of Mani-
toba. Call it dictatorial, call it nerveless, look
upon it as you please, it is simply this: A de-
cision of the law ; and, if there is a request
implied, it is a request implied by courtesy to
the better powers which Manitoba has, as com-
pared with this Parliament, to settle the ques-
tion.

That is the interpretation of the hon. gentle-
man who leads the House. It is a decision

Mr. McCARrTHY.

law is the request implied that Manitoba,
with the better powers which undoubtedly
Ler legislature has than has this Parliament
for settling that question, will deal with it.
Then further on, the hon. gentleman went
on to say:

Until the ninth of May, when the decision of
the Manitoba Government may be come to, and
the legislature may be convened to hear it. let
Manitoba think over that matter with as little
passion -and as free from strife and bitterness
as possible, let her come to her conclusions, and
until that day comes and those conclusions are
formulated, T am bound to maintain, as 1 hocpe,
that she will do her own work as she best can
do, and that she will find the way for making
smooth these waters, which are now rough and
troubled.

Lastly, I will trouble the House with a re-
ference to the statement made by the Min-
ister of Justice, which is more frank, more
in accordance with the truth, if I may say
so—I am not, of course, implying that the
other hon. gentlemen did not say what they
thought to be true—but more in accordance
with the facts than the views put forward
by the other gentlemen to whom I have
referred. :

Following strictly the lines of the statute,
the order had to be in a sense dictatorial, but
in no offensive sense. It had to make a direc-
tion. It had to state clearly and precisely
what was required to be done, in the opinion of
His Excellency the Governor General in Coun-
cil ; and any one having experience with the
orders of the Judicial Committee of the Privy
Council in Epgland will find that, so far as
that dictatorial spirit is concerned, all of those
orders possess it. It is the language of judg-
ment ; it is the technical spirit and nothing
more.

Now, which of these definitions is correct ?
Is it, in the first place. a decision ? 1Is it

i merely handing over to Manitoba a judg-

ment pronounced by the Judicial Commit-
tee ? Is it a request courteously conveyed
to Manitoba to improve her legislation and
to amend her law, or is it a judgment, harsh

Government of Manitoba to deal with the |as judgments must be, because they are

technical, and commanding Manitoba to
carry out and obey the direction of the Gov-
ernor General in Council here ? Sir, it will
be my business, if I can, to make it plain to
this House. Now, in the first place, there
cannot be any greater misunderstanding
than to treat the judgment of the Privy

' Council as a decree or order to the Governor

General, or to this Parliament, or to the
Manitoba Legislature. We must not forget,
Sir, that the opinion that has been oifered
by the Judicial Committee of the Privy
Council, is an opinion which was sought
from the Sapreme Court of the Dominion of
Canada. The Government were authorized
by an Act passed by this Parliament not
very long ago, to obtain for the information
of the Government—and, if my hon. friends
would look at the statute, they will find that
that is the langugge of the Act, as it was
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the language of Mr. Blake’s resclution, * for
the information of the Government,”—the
opinion of the Supreme Court upon any
question of law or fact. In this case there
was no question of fact submitted to the
Supreme Court. There were questions of
law ; and these were submitted to the Su-
preme Court of Canada, with the view of
obtaining from that tribunal information as
to their meaning and interpretation ; but
only for the information of the Governor
General in Council. 1t will not be forgot-
ten by hon., gentlemen who heard the
first discussion on that subject—I mean
when Mr. Blake intreduced his resolution—
that Sir John Maecdonald, in the very clear-
est language, declared that he would not be
any party to handing over to the court any
of the powers or responsibilities which rest
upon our Government, according to the prin-
ciples of responsible government ; but that,
if it was merely for the information of the
Executive, who should still be responsible ;

for their acts, who should be perfectly justi-:

fied in rejecting the opinion of the Supreme
Court or of the Judicial Committee, if they
saw fit, then, believer as he was in respon-
sible governmment, he was willing to accept
the principle of the resolution which Mr.
Blake proposed. I will read Sir John Mac-
donald’s words :

When I first read the hon. gentleman’s reso-
lution hastily it occurred to me, as I daresay
it occurred to many hon. gentlemen who hear|
me now, that it was an advance towards the;
American system and proposed to transfer the
responsibility of the Ministry of the day to a!
judicnal tribinai ; but on scanning the resolu-:
tionn in its carefully prepared terms, that im-
pression was dissipated, and I saw that the
principa! object of the resoclution, as I read it,
is that the question submitted by the Execu-
tive te the judicial tribunal should be enforced,
sustained and presented to Parliament, to the
public and to the Crown by the fact ot thls
legal decision having been given. *

Of course my hon. friend in his reso]ution bas
guarded against the supposition that such a
decision is binding on the Executive. It is ex-;
pressly stated that such a decision is only for:
the information of the Government.

Now, these were the words of Sir John Mac-'
donald with reference to the resolution, and, :
if my hon. friends will consuit the Act ot'
Parliament, they will find that that Act:
which was passed in the fellowing session, |
and in which the language of the resolution:
was closely adhered to, provides that ques-;
tions may be submitted to the judicial tri- |
bunal for the information of the Executive
Government. Sir John proceeded

The Executive is not relieved from any re-
sponsibility because of any answer being given
by the tribunal. If the Executive were to be
relieved of any responsibility I should con-
sider that a fatal blot in the propssition of
my hon. friend. I believe in. responsible gov-
ernment ; I believe in the responsibility of the
‘Executive But the answer of the tribunal will

are not bound to obey the law—we

,amemble to any court of law;

be simply for the information of the Govern-
ment. The Government may dissent from that

6
REVISED

decision, and it may be their duty to do so,
if they diffier from the conclusion to which the
court has come. * * * ] do not think there
can be any doubt as to the meaning of the
motion of my hon. friend. I think it is so
explicit in its terms that no questions can arise
as to what its meaning is, and if there were
any doubt as to its meaning—there are none
in my own mind—ihose doubts would bz re-
nmioved by the lucid speech of my hon. friend.
That speech is of record in the Hansard.

So that, even upon the dry question of law,
which the Act of Parliament authorizes the
Government to submit to the court, Sir John
Macdonald pointed out, and clearly pointed
out, that the Government would not be re-
lieved from any responsibility by following
the opinion of the court; and that they
would be perfectly justified in rejecting, if
they thought fit to do so, that opinion even
upon the dry question ¢f law which the
court might give in answer to questions sub-
mitted. Now, Sir, I am not here to make
objection at this time—or at any time, for
that matter—to the opinion arrived at by the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council
But what I desire to express, and to make
as clear as I possibly can, is that the matter
arose in this way : The appeal being pre-
sented, or the application being made, to the
Governor in Council, under the Manitoba
Act, that the Government were authorized
and empowered, and they availed then-
selves of that authority, to obtain from the
court an answer to this important question
of law, whether there was ground for the
appeal as a matter of law, and whether the

: complaint, assuming that to be true which

was stated in the petition, would justify in-
terference by the Governor in Councii. The
answer to this question could, in no seuse,
be locked upon as an order from the court
which this Government or this Parliament
was bound to obey. Sir, we have not got to
that yet, and I trust we are not likely to get
to it. that this great Canadian Parliament
is subject to t_he direction of any court of
law, and our system of responsible govern-
ment has not yet become so effete that the
Government of this country can pretend that
they are bound to obey the order of any
;court of law. There is no court of law can
order the Government of this country to do
anything. There is no court of law which
the Government of this country is bound to
obey. I am not meaning to say that they
are
But they are not, in any sense,
no order
ican be obtained against them to compel
| them to perform any functions. -What they
do, is done as responsible Ministers of the
Crown, responsible to this House for all
they do; and it is an attempt to shield
themselves from that résponsibility, as it ap-
pears to me,which has induced them to resort
to this theory of the judgment of the Privy
Council. The question went from the Su-
preme Court to the Privy Council, but the

bound.

l:zu:nswer that is given is of no more binding

EDITION,
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eflect or authority than if it had been given
by the Supreme Court of Canada, the Privy
Council merely determining that the Su-
preme Court of Canada ought to have
decided the questions in the manner in

which the DPrivy Council has answered
them. In other words, they gave the judg-

ment or opinion in answer to these ques-
tions which they say the Supreme Court of
Canada ought to have given; and the direc-
tion, therefore, is that the judgment, or the
answers to the questions given by the Su-
preme Court of Canada, should be correct-
ed and amended in accordance with the
opinion of the Judicial Committee of the
Privy Council. Now, Sir, how can that
be treated ? You ask for an opinion and
you get your answer. You are at liberty,
according to the very highest authority we
had, to accept or reject that opinion, and
then vou do it under the responsibility
which we all know and we all believe in as
a part of the responsibility that the Ix-
ecutive owe to this Parliament. How, then,
can it De pretended that the answers to any
of these questions are a command, in any
sense or in any way, which the Govern-
ment of this country were bound to obey ?
I am free to say that under that decision
on a point of law the Government were
justified in entertaining the appeal ; I am
free to say that, in my judgment, after
that full discussion that the case under-
went. whether the conclusion is right. or
whether the conclusion is wrong, the Gov-
ernment, at all events, ought not to be
blamed, and I, for my part, do not hold
them responsible or blameworthy because
they have exercised the jurisdiction which,
under the circumstances, the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council thought they
possessed. My complaint is, that in exer-
cising that jurisdiction they had just as
much right to reject the petition as they
had to allow it, just as much right to de-
termine against the prayer of the petition
as in favour of it: and that for what they
did they are responsible, not judicially rve-
sponsible, but they are responsible as the
Executive of this country to the Parlia-
ment of this country, and, ultimately, to
the people. whose representatives we are.
Now, Sir. what are the terms of the
~order ? The terms are to be found in the
blue-book which has been distributed, and

we may reject alli but the last two pages

of that blue-book, pages 26 and 27, the
report of the Committee to His Excellency
the Governor General, dated 19th March,
giving the reasons which induced the Gov-
ernment to make this order. But the order
itself is to found on these two pages at the
.end, pages 26 and 27, and it is so plain, it is
so technically plain—it has been drawn
with the greatest possible care, it has been
drawn and framed upon the pattern of the
decisions of the Judicial Committee itself—
that there can be no mistake at all as to
what it means and what it says. What

Mr. McCARrTHY.
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does it say ? It says: “ At the Govern-
ment House, at Ottawa., Thursday, 2l1st
March, 1895. Present : His Excellency the
(}overnor General.” Now, if we go back a
gew pages in this same blue-book, we will
find how exact the copy has been, because
we find : “ Imperial Order in Council. At
the Court at Osborne House, Isle of Wight.
the 2nd day of February, 1895. Present :
The Queen’s Most Excelient Majesty, Lord
President, the Marquis of Ripon,” and so
on. Here we have present His Excellency
the Governor General, the Hon. Mackenzie
Bowell, and all his colleagues who were
present on the occasion, 1 think all being
present except Sir IFrank Smith, and the
late Minister of Militia, whose name I do
ot sce amongst the other Privy Councillors
in this list. Now, what is stated here ? It
is :st;lted here in the first place that the
petition was presented, setting forth the
terms of that petition. 'That petition com-
plained that by these statutes that were
passed in 1880, setting forth what they
were, the effect of these Acts was to ré-
peal the previous Acts of the province of
Manitoba in relation to education, and to
deprive the Roman Catholic minority of the
rights and privileges which it had acquired
under such previous statutes; and by the
said petition the said Roman Catholic
minority pray, among other things :

That it might be declared that the said last-
mentioned Acts did affect the rights and privi-
leges of the said Roman Catholic minority of
the Queen’s subjects in relation to education ;
that it might be declared that to His Excel-

lency the Governor General in Council it seems

requisite that the provisions of the statutes in
force in the province of Manitoba, prior to the
passage of said Acts, should be re-enacted, in
so far, at least, as may be necessary to secure
to the Roman Catholics in the said province the
right to build, maintain, equip, manage, con-
duct and support their schools in the manner
provided for by said statutes.

In other words, that the separate school
system, introduced in 1871, should be re-
stored.

To secure to them their proportionate shaire
of any grant made out of the public funds for
the purposes of education, and to relieve such
members of the Roman Catholic Church as con-
tribute to Roman Catholic schools, from all
payment or centribution to the support of any
other schools ; or that the said Acts of 1S%)
should be so modified or amended as to effect
such purposes ; and that such further or other
declaration or order might be made as to His
Excellency the Governor General in Council
should, under the circumstances, seem proper.

Then it goes on to recite that on the 26th
February, the time appointed for hearing,
the matter was heard, the petition was
read, and the statutes were referred to.
Argument was adduced on both sides, and
then it goes on :

His Excellency the Governor General in Coun-
cil has been pleased to order and adjudge, and
it is hereby ordered and adjudged, that the said
appeal be, and the same iz hereby allowed.
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Now, I wonder thaf my hon. friend who
leads the Opposition, doubted that that was
& decision. IHere we have the recital of
the petition, we have the further statement
that the matter came on to be heard, that it
was heard, and that after the hearing cf it:

His Excellency the Governor General in Coun-
cil was pleased to order and adjudge, and it is
hereby ordered and adjudged, that the said ap-
peal be, and the same is hereby allowed, in so
far as it relates to rights acquired by the said
Roman Catholic minority under legislation of
the province of Manitoba, passed subsequently
to the union of that province with the Dominion
of Canada, and His Excellency the Governor in
Council was pleased to adjudge and declare, and
it is hereby adjudged and declared, that by the
two Acts passed by the legislature of the pro-
vince of Manitoba on the 1st day of May, 1890 —

Setting out the titles—

the rights and privileges of the Roman Catholic
minority of the said province in relation to edu-
cation, prior to the 1ist day of May, 1890, have
been affected by depriving the Roman Catholic
minority of the following rights and privileges,
which, previous to and until the 1st day of May,
1840, such minority had, viz. :—

(a) The right to build, maintain, equip. man-
age, conduct and support Roman Catholic
schools in the manner provided for by the said
statutes which were repealed by the two Acts
of 1890, as aforesaid.

Now, I ask the attention of the Hous2 to
the terms of that order, and then we will,
by and by, be able to see with what grace
the Minister who leads this House asks us
to believe that the Legislature of Manitoba
had been invited courteously to settle tis
matter. . The declaration is that the rights
of the minority were affected, inasmuch as
they were deprived of that which ther en-
joyed before, the rights to build, maintain,
manage, equip, conduct and support Roman
Catholic schools in the manner provided for
by the said statutes which were repezled :

(b) The right to share propertionately in any
grant made out of the public funds for the pur-
poses of education.

(c) The right of exemption of such Roman
Catholics as contribute to Roman Catholic
schools, from all payment or contribution to the
support of any other schools. ‘

Now, these were the rights that were inter-
fered with. The order is in these words :

And His Excellency the Governor General
was further pleased to declare and decide, and
it is hereby declared that it seems requisite——

These are the very words of the statute—

—that the system of education embodied in the
two Acts of 1890 aforesaid shall be supplement-
ed by a Provincial Act or Acts which shall re-
store. to the Roman Catholic minority the said
rights and privileges of which such minority
has been so deprived as aforesaid, and which
will modify the sald Acts of 1890, so far and so
far only as may be necessary to give effect to
the provisions restoring the rights and privi-
leges in paragraphs (a), (b), (c¢), hereinbefore
mentioned. ‘

64

Whereof the Lieutenant-Governor of the pro-
vince of Manitoba for the time being, and the
legislature of the said province, and all persons
whom it may concern, are to take ncotice and
govern themselves accordingly.

Is there any possible doubt as to the mean-
ing of that order ? 1Is there a shadow of
doubt resting on the mind of any hon. mem-
ber that the Government, assuming judi-
cial functions—and that is a matter not of

' so much importance, the form of the Order

makes very little difference—has declared,
in substance, which no doubt is perfectly
true, that the Roman Catholic minority, by
the Act of 1890, were. deprived of those
rights, and that the legislature is now re-
quired to restore those rights by the passage
of an Act or Acts to supplement the Act ot
1890. Now, what is the meaning of it all ?
What does the leader of the House mean,
and what does the hon. gentleman who
moved the Address mean by hoping that
Manitoba will settle the question ? Mani-
toba has no discretion. Manitoba is com-
manded to do so and so—you do not leave
to the legislature the least discretion. The
legislature is ordered and commanded to
pass remedial legislation, to restore the
school system of 1870, and although it is
to be an Aect, and although according to the
forms it will have to be read a first. second
and third time, the legislature has from its
introduection until the passage of it to con-
fine itself within the limits of the Order,
and there is no discretion allowed. Any-
thing short of that would not obey the
Order ; anything beyvond that would be
ultra vires so far as the Order is concerned.
All the difference in the world is there be-
tween that and passing it over to the legis-
Iature, which, if it is the opinion of the
Executive here that separate schools ought
to be restored, might well have been done.
If the Government of the country arrive at
the conclusion that the separate school sys-
tem was better for Manitoba or better in
any case, that might have been passed on,
to use the words of the hon. gentleman who
moved the Address, as the opinion of this
Executive to the legislature of Manitoba,
and Manitoba with ihat warning might have
taken such a course as to the province seem-
ed fit. But that has not been the course
adopted. The Order reached here, we are
told, on the 19th, I think, if the report is
correct ; but before it reachéd here, on the
16th, the celebrated Council was held on
Saturday, being that date. Everybody sup-
posed that the sitting was to decide whether
there was to be a session or a dissolution ;
but when the Council rose Manitoba was
summoned by telegraph to appear on the
26th and show cause why a remedial order
should not be passed. ¥ormal notice to that
effect was sent. So the Goverument hagd
apparently made up its mind. And is there
any doubt, reading what fell from the Minis-
ter of Public Works, who has come tc be the
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leading spirit in the Cabinet, who dominates, : places where there are not enough children
governs and controls and issues his mani- : to establish two schools ? You cannot have
festos, and appears to have obtained the either. We in the older provinces have ne
upper hand, that the Government then de- conception of the schools in that country.
termined that this remedial order should be' It was stated, and I give it as an example,
passed, and the only question left in abey- that it was recently proposed by the Gov-
ance, and that was not apparent to the out- | ernment of Manitoba to deprive all schools
side world, was whether a session was to be | Which had not an average attendance of
held immediately afterwards and remedial . eight children from a share of the public
legislation passed. So far as the Order goes, ; grant, and that is since the Act of 1830 ;
I am not dealing now, nor do I propose to: and upon inquiry being made it was found
deql with its merits : : there will be otherf that out of 750 schools 150 would be de-
opportunities before long for dealing with : Prived of their share of the public grant if
‘the guestion of merits, and I am not going that law went into force. Divide up that
to point out why the Order should not have ' &€rant and you render the system impossible.
been made, but I am dealing simply with ; So it is proposed to restore a school system
the question of the position in which the - in which the public money was handed over
passing of the Order has left the province, to sections, thete being no control over it
and that the object and purpose of the inn the slightest degree, a system under

Order was to direct Manitoba, without allow- . Which no taxation could be levied on a Pro-
ing any power of discretion to the province, testant to contribute to a Catholic school.

to restore the school system as it existed,: or a Catholic to a Protestant school, and
and on disobedience of this order it will, ; the result was almost appalling, for it was
I dare say, be found that this Parlia-| found that in Manitoba large sections of
ment has only power to implement the terms | the population were practically growing up
of the remedial order. What were the terms ' in absolute ignorance. But that is the sys-
of the school system of 1871 ? What was: tem which is to be restored. It is not the
this system which this Government, going : separate school system, it is not merely to re-
even beyond what Mr. Ewart, who appeared ; establish separate schools, but to introduce
for the Catholic minority, asked, desires to | separate schools which are not to be subject
restore ? Has any man’s voice ever been | to control. But the legislature of Manitoba
raised in its defence ? Has any argument| are by suitable acts to hand over to the
been uttered in support of that system ?| separate school section the power to main-
Hon. members will read by and by when | tain, equip, manage, conduct and support
the papers are brought down, Mr. Ewart’s : Catholic schools in the manner provided for
argument on behalf of the Catholic min- by the statutes which were repealed. And
ority, and I venture to say that neither he | then we are told : You have given a discretion
nor any other man has ventured to utter:to the province of Manitoba as to how she is
a single word in favour of the Manitoba | to adjust and regulate her school affairs so
school system as it existed hetween 1871 and { as not to leave this question in federal
1890. What was it ? The system of edueca- | politics. Now, Sir, I have pointed out—and
tion in the province was the appointment | I do not propose to take up the time of the
of a school board, the division of that scheol | House at this stage with doing more than
board into two sections, Protestant and | pointing out—I have pointed out exactly how
Catholic, the handing over to each of those | this matter stands, and I want to empha-
sections its proportionate share of publie | size it if I can. that this Government, sitting
money ; and beyond the fact that the salary | here as a quasi-judicial body—assuming ov
of the Superintendent of Education was the | pretending. couching their orders in the
subject of an COrder in Council from the |language of a judicial body as the Committee
Lieutenant-Governor, absolutely all control | of the Privy Council is—have directed the
over education was handed over to those1legislature of the province to restore the
different sections. There were no regula-| system which I have only very faintly out-

*i.,'tnonb, no contw ol over the cwrriculum, no | lined exactly as it was in the manner pro-

control of any kind ; and when you com- | vided by these Acts, and that the legislature
~pare the separate school system of Ontario | —if any person will take the statute and look
with that whmh existed in Manitoba the | at it,—the legislature has either to obey, in
differences are so great that the systems | which case of course the school system of
can hardly be compared. In Ontario it is| 1871 will be restored, or to disobey, and in
provided that under the Minister of Educa- | that event this Parliament will be called
‘tion regulations; shall be made, that books | upon to pass the legislation required to give
“shall be selected and that more or less|effect to the remedial order. I have now,
throughcut the wwhole system of education | 8ir, only to make one observation with re-
the matter is subject to the control of the | gard to my friend Mr. Sifton, whose con-
Minister, and again in th ', *vay subject, of | duct in coming down here and taking
course, to the control of ' legisiature of | part in the election in Haldimand has been
the province. Again, it is absolutely for- | animadverted upon by more than one mem-
bidden in Manitoba that a Protestant shall | ber. If I read rightly the speech of the hon.
contribute to a Catholic school or a Catholic | gentleman who leads this House, he called
to a Protestant school. What happens in|it an outrage. I did not hear last night the

Mr. McCartHY. speech from my hon. friend from Assinibofa
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(Mr. Davin), but I believe he criticised it in
pretty severe tarms also. Well, Sir, I would
like to know in what sense or in what re-
spect Mr. Sifton is worthy of these severe
condemnations because of his interference
in the Haldimand election. Is it because
that he is a Minister of a local government ?
If so, what do we say about the Hon. Mr.
Pelletier, who took a most prominent part
in the election at Verchéres.

An hon. MEMBER. And Casgrain. |

Another hon. MEMBER. And Beaubien.%

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). And Sir Leonard ;
Tilley in the local elections in Ontario years
ago.

Mr. FOSTER. They are not parallel cases
at ail.

Mr. McCARTHY. I want to know why.
Will my hon. friend tell me in what respect
they are not parallel ?

Mr. FOSTER. In one case the Minister
was part of a body which has to give a de- |
cision on the question ; in the other case he
was not.

Mr. McCARTHY. Then I understand the
distinction and I am glad to know it. Then
there is no wrong in it because he was
simply a Minister. As a citizen of Canada, |
I suppose he had a perfect right to appear :
in any electoral contest ?

Mr. FOSTER. A perfect right.

Mr. McCARTHY. A perfect right, yes. .
As a Minister of a local government he was
not disqualified, but my hon. friend says he !
was disqualified because he is a member of |
the legislature of Manitoba. which has not |
yvet given its decision.

Mr. COSTIGAN. And which has asked
for time to consider its decision.

Mr. McCARTHY. I take the additional
statement made by the Minister of Marine ;.
and has asked time to give its decision. On
what principle does that disqualify him ? He :

is not pretending, as these hon. gentlemen :
did here, that they are sitting in Manitobs
as a juwdicial body. While this Cabinet was -
pretending that, the hon. Minister of Public:
Works went down to St. Hyacinthe and ad-
vanced his argument and announced that:
if that judgment was not given which has
been given he would abandon the Govern- :
ment and retire from the Ministry. Surely
that was far more reprehensible than the:
case of a gentleman who is not pretending |
to be a judicial officer, who is pretending |
only to be a member of the Government as '
he is, and a member of a legislative body
wkicu he belongs to.

- Mr. OUIMET. Perhaps the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. MeCarthy) would read what I have
said, so as not to mislead, or at all events
to give a wrong impression.

rargument before the Committee
i Privy Council, and they do not bear out what

Mr. McCARTHY. 1 will do that with
great pleasure. I will read exactly what
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Ouimet) said, for I
think I have it here. I find, on looking
through my notes, that unfortunately I have
not it here—I am sorry for that, because [
think it would bear out all I say. My re-
collection of it is—not pretendirg to give
the exact words—that the hon. gentleman
declared at St. Hyacinthe that the Govern-

: ment were a unit on the subject of carry-
i ing out the law and the constitution.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. McCARTHY. Wait, T am not done.
And he declared, that the Government pro-
posed to carry out this matter by its re-
medial order, and that if that order was not
passed, he for one would know what his
course was and that he would resign.

Mr. DUPONT. No. I was there, and that
is not so.
- Mr. McCARTHY. I am only speaking

from recollection, and I do not pretend to
give the very words, but I think I have given

in substance what the hon. gentleman said.

Mr. OUIMET. I beg the hon. gentleman’s
pardon. I am glad to hear the denial of the
hon. member for Bagot (Mr. Dupont), who
was present, and who heard every word I
said on that occasion.

Mr. McCARTHY. What were the words
the hon. gentleman did say ?

Mr. OUIMET. You read them during your
of the

you are saying now.
Mr. McCARTHY. I think they do. Now,

¢ Sir, I do not suppose that that would make
- very much difference, because if IAr. Sifton

was guilty of an impropriety, 1 would not
stand here to justify it because the Minister
of Public Works was guilty of another im-
propriety. I point cut further that Mr.

* Sifton does not pretend to be holding any
- judicial position, and again I want to know
- why Mr. Sifton should not take part in that

election. Mr. Sifton has made up his mind

'as a member of the Government, without

meeting the legislature, as he had a perfect
right to do, and he announces as a member
of the Government, with the concurrence of

: his colleagues, that they do not—so far as
: they have any power over the legislature—
. they do not propose to obey the remedial
torder. Having made up his mind to that,
I think my hon. friend (Mr. Foster) will with-

draw the statement that it was an outrage
for Mr. Sifton to come down and take part

- in the contest. If Mr. Sifton is not able to

get the legislative bedy to go with him his
duty will be to resign, but so far as he is
concerned his mind is made up. He did
not require to cogitate over this subject from
the time the order reached Manitoba until the
Oth day of May. The adjournment for that
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long date, as he tells me, was simply for the
convenience of members who are mostly
farmers and who desire to attend to their
business before the reassembling of the legis-
lature.

Mr. FOSTER. What meant his quest for
legal advice.

Mr. McCARTHY. I do not know that he
made any quest for legal advice, nor does
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Foster) know that
he- ever made any quest for legal advice.
All T can say is : that he announced publicly
—and I think that is since confirme:l by Mr.
Greenway—that the determination of the
Government of Manitoba was as a govern-
ment, to advise the legislature not to obey
that order and, under these circumstances,
he was perfectly justitied. Now, he would
be justified under any circumstances in
comming down to Haldimand and asking the
electors of Haldimand to take such action as
would prevent interference with the affairs
of Manitoba by the Federal Parliament.
I am glad, therefore, to feel now, after that
statement, that any reflection on Mr. Sifton
must be withdrawn. }e had as much right
48 any other citizen in the country to take
part in the contest, he did it openly and
above-board, and 1 think that if any Min-
ister of the Crown representing a legislative
body was ever justified in coming 1o a con-
stituency, certainly it was a member of the
Government of Manitoba on a matter of
this kind. His specches hive Leen very
largely quoted, and I think it will be found
that in them not a solitary reference was
made to the generil politics of the country.
It is perfectly well known that Mr. Sifton is
a Liberal. He has been a Liberal all his
life. I dare say that, like other Liberals, he
is at variance with the Government here on
very many public questions. But he was
most careful in everything he said to con-
fine his arguments to the appeal made on
behalf of Manitoba to the people of Ontario;
and, although not successful in Haldimand,
I trust and believe that that appeal will he
found to be successful elsewhere. Mr.
Sifton’s statements have been boldly and
openly made, and they are uncontradicted,
in regard to the lamentable state of things
which existed in Manitoba., and which cora-
pelled the legislature of that province to
introduce the system of schools now in force
there ; and I think it would be an extra-
crdinary thing indeed if any other legisla-
tive body should be found to attempt to
control or interfere with it.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Mr. Speaker, I need not
assure the House that I have no intention of
answering the hon. gentleman who has just
sat down (Mr. McCarthy) by any constitu-
tional argument on this subject, to meet the
arguments put forward by him. In rising at
present I simply ask permission of the
House, and of you, Mr. Speaker, to deal for
a few momenis with) the subject from an-

Mr. McCarThY.
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other point of view entirely—first, because
I do not think that the line which the hon.
member has followed was at all a proper line
to take; and, secondly, because I do not
think we have reached the stage when we
are called upon to discuss the subject at any
great length, I may say at the outset ihat
while many of the speakers who have taken
part in this debate have alluded to the re-
ference made to this subject in the Speech
from the Throne as one calculated tv create
strife and enmity in this country, there is
one consolation to every old member in this
House—yes, and a consolation to every Cana-
dian in this country who, feels that he is re-
presented in this Parliament—that this Par-
liament has time and again given proof of its
ability to deal with the most delicate ques-
tions, and to deal with them in the mest in-
telligent and satisfactory manner. We have
had oceasion before to discuss subjects which
were calculated to create divisions and dis-
sentions in our country that would have bhad
consequences very serious to its peace, and
I am sure that every member of this House
will agree with me, on looking back at the
record of those discussions, that those of ns
who have taken part in them can congra-
tulate it upon ihe tone and the dignity
that this Parliament has exhibited on all
such occasions. Therefore, Sir, I feel con-
fident that the remarks which I offer to-day
will be received by my feliow-miemibers in
the spirit in which I intend to deliver thein.
In the first place, I deny the right or the
propriety of the hon. member for North
Simeoe (Mr. McCarthy) making the aopeal
which he nas made in this House and in the
country on the question of separate schools
as agaiust common schools, because that
question has not arisen. The whole question
with which this Parliament has becn or inay
be called to deal. the question with which
the courts and the Privy Council have heen
called to deal, is not whether separate
schools are to be established in Manitoba or

‘not. They could not deal with such a ques-

tion ; they were not clothed with the power
to deal with it. The whole question was:
Have any rights under the constitution
under which we live been taken away fiom
any minority ? And what has been the an-
swer ? The highest tribunal in the Empire
has declared that certain rights have been
taken away from a minority in oune of the
provinces. This is the whole subject, and
not whether separate schools are better than

‘common schools, or whether they should be

forced on the people of Manitoba or not.
But I want to take issue with the hon.
gentleman on another point, and & more seri-
ous one. I want to say in the name of the
people for whom to some extent I have the
right to speak, that it was a gross act of
injustice to the Catholics of this country
for the hon. member for North Simcoe, as
well as certain newspapers and other pro-
minent gentlemen, all through the time that
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the question has been under discussion, to
inﬁalpe the public mind by trying to create
the impression that the Catholics of this
country have been the aggressors, and have
attempted to force Catholic schools upon
the country, and to interfere with provineial
rights. While I do not want to Jdiscuss the
question, because the time has not vet ccimne
for discussing anything beyond the rewedial
order that has been passed, let me =ay here
that I fully agree with the hon. gentlemen
who have preceded me in expressing the
mest earnest desire that the legislature of
Manitoba will afford the remedy to the evil
created in that legislature by its ocwn act,
and that the matter may not be brought into
this Parliament at all. I will not be so
unkind as to suppose for one moment that
any hon. gentleman in this House would
feel disappointed at such a peaceabl solu-
tion of the matter. 1 would not do so eruel
o thing to any public man in this country
as to charge him with entertaining the hope
that Manitoba might not settle this Jues-
tion, and that it might come here 0 e set-
tled by the Dominion Parliament. with the
view of creating dissatisfaction and anxiety
in the country. We ali trust that the reme-
dial order, having gone to the Manitoba
Legislature, will be dealt with effectually by
that body. We do not all insist, as did the
hon. gentleman who . last addressed the
House, that the remedial order places that
legislature in the position that they must
pay the last pound of flesh. If the hon.
gentleman were in a position to say ihat
the legisiature of Manitoba had refused to
take action and that this Parliament was
called upon to do so—if he were in @& posi-
tion to say that the legislature of Manitoba
had offered any fair and reasonable com-
premise, with the object of restoring
peace and harmony. and that the mi-
nority in that province had refused
such a fair and reasonable com-
promise, his argument might have some
weight. But I say that it is most unfair snd
most ungenerous to charge the Cathoiics of
this country with the responsibility of this
agitation. There must be a beginning of all
-things, and there must be reasons for the
exceptional legislation to which woe are
obliged to refer, and out of which this «(ues-
tion grows. Every hon. member of this
House who is familiar with the hisiory of
cenfederation and the circumstances under
which confederation was brought about,
knows full well that it was not the Catho-
lics of this country who insisted on this ex-
ceptional legislation. We know that as a
matter of history, as a matter of recoxd,
from the discussions which took place when
the whole question of the agreement nnd
the treaty between the different parties to
the confederation was under consideration.
When that was being considered by th2 old
Canadian Parliament, the Parliuvent f
Upper and Lower Canada, what were the

real facts ? The Catholics dil nor say:
You must give us certain rights and priv-
ileges and make them permanent hy law
or elge we will not go into confederation.
No; it was quite the other way. 1 was
the Protestants, the leading men in Parlia-
ment at that time, men like the Mon.
George Brown, the Hon. Mr. Holion, Sir
Alexander Galt—all the prominent men at
the time—who insisted, as the tirst condi-
tion of confederation, that the educational
rights of the Protestant minority in “ucbec
should be protected and guaranteed. At
that time the Protestant minority in the
provinece of Quebec had certain rights,
though not so extensive as those they now
have. The Catholic minority in Ontario had
certain rights under the Bill of 1862, but
more limited than those now enjoyed by the
Protestant minority in Quebec. 1t was then
declared by all these gentlemen I have
named that before confederation could take
place at all, the Government must bring in
a Bill dealing with the province of Quebec,
and amending right there and then the
schiool law as it then existed in that
province. The Protestant leaders in Par-
liament were not content that the rights of
the Protestant minority in Quebec as they
then existed should be secured by confed-
eration. They said : That is not enough,
we want perfect and full control of educa-
tional matters for our minority in Quebec,
and unless you amend the law now so as
to give us that full and complete contfol,
it will not be binding under the Act of
Confederation. Therefore., that was done,
and let me say to the credit of the people of
Quebec, and their representative men, that
no voice was raised during that discussion
objecting in the slightest degree to the
proposal. On the contrary. they said they
were willing to give that, and any further
guarantee which the minority might desire
at the time. Then followed the proposi-
tion that if you gave to the minority in
Quebec the protection they asked for on the
educational question, why mnot give the
same guarantee to the minority in Ontario?
That was a fair proposition to make at a
time when the prominent men of the coun-
try were assembled together to lay the
foundations of a new nation by uniting pro-
vinces with different interests, speaking
different languages, and believing different
religions. The fair proposition was then
inade to give, on the other hand, the Catho-
lic minority in Ontario similar rights. 1
am not going to find fault, T am not at-
tempting to draw a comparison in an
offensive sense between the Protestants and
the Catholics at that time, but I simply state
the facts as proving the position I have
taken from the first—that the condition of
things we have now is not chargeable to
the Catholics at all, except in part, but is
simply due to the movement made by the
Protestants themselves to secure protection
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to their minority in the province of Que-
bec. That was agreed to in the first place
by the Finance Minister, Sir Alexander
Galt, when he pledged himself to it in his
speech at Sherbrooke. He was questioned
in the House afterwards by the Hon. Mr.
Holton, who said :

The Minister of Finance, in a speech at Sher- hop 4 that question again, unless special

brooke, had promised that the Government
would introduce a Bill to amend the school laws
of Lower Canada. The honourable gentleman
must be aware that this was a question on
which there was a great deal of feeling ip this
section of the province amongst the English-
speaking, or the Protestant class, of the popu-
lation. Je did not like to introduce anything
of a religious character into discussions of this
House, but in debating the great changes which
it was proposed to effect in our system of gov-
ernment, the effect of them upon that class to
which he referred must be considered. Among
that class there was no phase or feature of
these threatened changes which excited so much
alarm as this very question of education. Well,
the Minister of Finance had said, with great
solemnity, as having the authority of his col
leagues for it, that this session the Government
would bring down amendments to the school
laws of Lower Canada, which they proposed
enacting into law before a change of Govern-
ment should take place, and which would be-
come a permanent settlement of the question.

That pledge was carried out. I may quote
further what the Hon. Mr. Letellier de
Saint Just said, and I do this merely to
show the spirit in which this proposition
wés met by gentlemen representing differ-
ent nationalities. He said :

I have heard it said that the Protestants of
Lower Canada ought to be satisfied with their
prospects of the future, hecause we have al-
ways acted with liberality towards them. But
that is no guarantee for them, for we would not
content oturselves with a mere promise to act
liberally, if we considered that our interest or
our institutions were threatened by a majority
difiering in race and religion from ourselves ;
and in any case that is not the way to ensure
the peace of the country. If we establish this
principle, we should say to the Catholics of
Upper Canada that they ought to .be satisfiel
with the lot which we provide for them. When
we make a constitution, we must, in the first
place, settle the political and religious questions
which divide the population for whom the con-
stitution is devised ; because it is a well-known
fact, that it is religious differences which have
caused the greatest troubles and the greatest
difficulties which have agitated the people in
days gone by.

There were no two opinions on that subject,
that, in the best interests of the country
these things should be settled at once, so
- that friction might be avoided in the
future. The Quebec representatives, hav-
ing conceded the Protestant minority the
right to so amend the then existing law as
to give them full and complete control in
the matter of education in the province of
Quebec, Mr. Bourassa, whom I am glad
tec see hale and hearty in his place to-day,
-moved an amendment to the effect that
similar privileges should be extended to the

Mr. CoOSTIGAN.

Catholic minority in Ontario. That amend-
ment was, however, lost by a very large
majority. Mr. D'Arcy McGee said that the
Bill of 1863, which had been carried. con-

.veyed to the Catholics of Ontario all that

they had asked for in their petition, and
he, for his part, had accepted that as a
finality, and therefore would not ask to

and further privileges were granted to the
Protestant minority in Quebec, in which case
he thought the minority in Ontario ought
to be protected in exactly the same way.
Well, the vote was taken, and only a small
vote was given in favour of the motion of
Mr. Bourassa, showing that the minority
in Quebec were exceptionally well treated—
not too well treated from a Quebec point of
view and from a Catholic point of view,
because, as I said. there was not a single
dissenting voice representing that province
raised against that proposition. Now, much
has been said to surround this question with
difficulty for the present, but only for the
present, for, just as in Haldimand, when
the question is understocd by the intelligent
people of the country, they will finally give
the same answer. A great deal has been
said with a view to create sympathy for the
people of Manitoba, that this would be an
interference with their provincial rights,
that it is dictation on the part of the Federal
Parliament to force separate schools upon
an unwilling province, ignoring its provin-
cial autonomy. I will not answer the consti-
tutional argument any further than tosay
that if this contention were true, you would
never have this judgment. The judgment of
the Privy Council was surely not in
favour of taking away any right from the
province of Manitoba or any other province.
Then you hear the appeal made that we
should leave Manitoba alone to deal with
this question. That is what we hope will
be done. It is left in Manitoba’s own hands.
The question is before that province, and
we trust the solution will come from there ;
that this Parliament may not be forced to
take a further step and do the unpleasant
duty that may be forced upon it. But why
all this sympathy with the province of Mani-
toba more than with the province of Ontario,
with the province of Quebec, of New Bruns-
wick or Nova Scotia ?—for each one of these
larger provinces I have named is exactly
in the same position as Manitoba, has the
same rights and no more. There is no reason
why Manitoba should have any more rights
than was intended to be given her under the
constitution, than was actually given her
under the constitution, or than was actually
given to the other provinces in the confeder-
ation. Just to show how inconsistent it is
to carry teco far this argument about giving
unlimited jurisdiction to the province of
Manitoba in educational questions, let us
take an analogous case.: It might be pro-
per to give Manitoba unlimited power in
relation to education, buf this is not the time
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to discuss it. The constitution under which | to the Protestant minority. Still that was
we live has been framed, and our duty is| not thought a sufficiently definite guarantee,
to live under it and obey it—or amend it ;| because the power of disallowance might
but not to ignore it, not to defy it, not to! not be exercised, it might be found not con-’
set it at naught. But with regard to this| venient to exercise it. A more perfect guar-
question of unlimited jurisdiction to each antee was given by the arrangement of the
province ; that has not been carried out, electoral divisions under section 80 of the
that is not the principle under which we ; Confederation Act, by which twelve of these

live ; that is not embodied in our constitution,
but quite the reverse is embodied in our con-
stitution. Not alone Manitoba has not, under
that constitution, full scope in the question
of education, but Quebec has not, Ontario
has not, nor has New Brunswick or Nova
Scotia. But that is not the only case. If
there is one (uestion beyond every other that
affects a legislative body, it is the regulating
of the constivuencies for its own elections.

No one will say that on general grounds a !
province should not have full control to!
i a higher level than his appeal in Haldimand

construct and reconstruct the boundaries of

its electoral division for representatien in
its own provincial legislature. But there is:
; toba ? I trust these remarks will be under-

a4 case where it was thought wise to depart

from that rule. That was not done through .
conspiracy of the Catholic hierarchy, nor:

through undue influence from Rome, nor
at the bidding of Catholic electors, but as an
act of liberality by the Catholics of the great
province of Quebec. When this demand was
made in old Canada that the rights of the

Protestant minority in Quebec should be!

secured, you will find that it was not only
on the question of education ; you will find
that it was on the question of represen-
tation. And Sir John Rose said then, though

he was quite sure that the minority would |
be perfectly safe in the hands of a majority, |

judging from past experience, still there was
an uneasiness among the people, because it
would be within the power of the provineial
legislature, after confederation. to change
thiese constituencies, so that not one single
English Protestant representative
be clected for that province. The know-
ledge of that caused uneasiness throughout
the province, and it was thought a guaran-
tee should be given. Every member from
the province of Quebec acceded to that view
and said : “ Yes, we will agree to any ar-
rangement that will make our fellow-sub-
jects perfectly safe in regard to these mat-
ters, so that there may be no feeling of un-
easiness whatever. Before this was car-
ried there was nothing in the arrangements
to guarantee to the KEnglish the contin-
uance of the rights they had, other than, as
Sir John Rose said, the veto power. But Mr.
Holton pointed out that that was a weak.
unreliable guarantee. If the provincial
legislattire passed an Act so. disarranging the
constituencies as to deprive the Protestant
minority of their representation, that Aect
might not be disallowed. Mr. Holton asked
Sir George E. Cartier, who was then At-
torney General East., if he himself would
advise disallowance in that case. His
answer was : Certainly ; I would disallow
any Act under which an injustice was done

would

' constituencies were set apart, and up to
this day those twelve constituencies are
there with their original boundaries, not
one of which boundaries can be altered
while seven of the representatives object to
it in the legislature. Now, in the face of
all that affecting the older provinces, how
can my hon. friend from North Simcoe (Mr.
McCarthy) appeal in Haldimand, or in any
part of the country, or in this House—and
let me say I am glad that his appeal in this
House is very much more moderate and on

—for exceptional privileges, rights and
powers to be given to the province of Mani-

stood in the spirit in which they are given.
In the first place my object is to protest
against any attempt made in this House or
out of it, to create disturbance in the country,
by crying out that an attempt is being made
to force Catholic schools upon a Protestant
majority so large as that of Manitoba. I
say that this exceptional legislation is a
portion of our constitution ; I say that if
the Catholics enjoy rights, they enjoy them
like other subjects ; I say that Protestants
have their rights specially guaranteed under
the constitution in certain sections of the
country ; I say that for this exceptional
legislation Protestants are more responsible
than the Catholics ; I say that if the ex-
ception had not been made in Quebec in the
first instance, you would have had no guar-
antees of a similar kind in the other pro-
vinces. Therefore, I ask you to deal fairly,
as I know' the pegple of this country are
ever ready to do, notwithstanding the efforts
te mislead them and to confuse the issue by
men who rejoice more in causing strife than
in the peace and prosperity of their country,
men who have no standing while the coun-
try is in a condition of quiet, and who only
hope to succeed in the storm and whirlwind
of sectarian feeling, men who sow the seed
of strife and whose only activity is in sow-
ing that seed for a bad purpose—among
them some men who, in the opinion of
many, were fitted for Dbetter things.
Many things, Sir, make us all feel proud of
the great deeds accomplished by our late
chieftain, Sir John A. Macdonald. They
stand as monuments to his memory, and his
countrymen are proud of them. But there
were some things he could not accomplish.
He undertook to make a useful statesman
of the hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr.
McCarthy). KHe used his influence, he used
his prestige, he did everything he could to
promote the interest and the welfare of his
young friend at that time, but it all proved




an utter failure. That hon. gentleman has
disappointed the hopes of that great states-
man, and he will disappoint, if he has not
already done so, the hopes of his friends in
this country in seeing him become a use-
ful public man. Now, Sir, having said so
much with regard to the spirit in which we
should approach this question, finding that
it is not a question that we can afford to
deal with in a small and narrow-minded
way, the duty of every hon. gentleman in
this House is to approach it solemnly,
honestly, and candidly. as patriotic Can-
adians ; the duty of every hon. gentleman
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in this House is to remember that it must |
have an important bearing upon the future '

of this country. that it is one fraught with
danger and harm. but the harmm will be

minimized according to the character of the .

debate, and the manner in which the ques-

tion may be dealt with if it should come

here.
every
what the constitution

Therefore. I say it is the duty of

ik, what

‘anadian, in the tirst place, to know '
we are:

bound to do under that counstitution; it is the -

duty of every Canadian in this House, on
behalf of the people of this country, to
establish this broad principle.
matter whether a man is a Catholic, or a
Presbyterian., or a Protestant

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Explain.

Mr. COSTIGAN.
firmation of what 1 said in starting out

because it shows that, having spoken nearly  OFFICIAL HEPORT OF THE DEDBATES.

half an hour upon this question. I have said
nothing so offensive as to prevent the
House from enjoying a very hearty laugh
at a little Irish slip of mine. I say that in

dealing with this question we should ap--

proach it in a broad spirit. in order to
establish the confidence of every citizen in
this country that the constitution is strong

enough to protect him in all the rights he

I take that as a con-

that no

enjoys under the constitution., and that this |

Parliament. and the representative men in
this country of both political sides, can
have no two opinions upon that subject.
The constitution must be observed, all
rights under that constitution must be pre-
served, so that every citizen in the country
may feel that in our constitution he has a
safeguard that no demagogueism ecan de-
stroy.

Motion agreed to.

Mr. FOSTER moved :

That the Address be engrossed and presented
to His Excellency the Governor General by
such Members of this Housec as are of the hon.
the Privy Council.

Motion agreed to.

AL OV,
MT. UOSTIGAN.

" the hon.

 done lagt year or the year previous.

SUPPrLY.
Mr. FOSTER moved :

That this House will, on Thursday,
itself into committee to consider of the
plies to be granted to Her Majesty.

Motion agreed to.

resolve
Sup-

WAYS AND MEANS.
Mr. FOSTER moved :

That this House will, on Thursday next, 1e-
itself into comimittee to consider of the
Ways and Means for raising a supply to be
granted to Her Majesty. o

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not
propose to oppose the motion, but I may
take the opportunity of inquiring whether
gentleman expects to have the
Estimates ready by Thursday.

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
Motion agreed to.

SELECT STAXNDING COMMITTLEES.

Mr. FOSTER moved :

That a special Committee of Seven Membliers
be appointed to prepare and report with all con-
venient speed, Lists of Members to compose
the Select Standing Committees ordered by the
House on Thursday last, the 18th instant. to be
composed of Mr. Foster, Sir Adolphe Caron. Sir
Richard Cartwright, and Messieurs Costigan,
Haggart. Laurier, and Mills (Bothwell).

Motion agreed to.

Mr. FOSTER moved :

That a Select Committee be appointed to
supervise the official report of the debates of
this  House during the present session, with
power Lo report from time to time ; the caid
commnittee to be composed of Messrs. Deau-
soleil, Béchard, Cameron, Charlton, Davin,
Hazen, Innes, LaRiviére, Lépine, Prior, Scriver,
Somerville, Taylor, Weldon, and White (Card-
well).

Mr. LANGELIER. 1 hope the committee
will take means to have the translation
pushed forward more rapidly than it was
It'was
a perfect farce to keep members waiting
so long for the French transiation as was
the case last year. The translation was not
of the best, and its production was such a
slow matter that the French version of the
debates was practically useless to members.
A considerable expense is involved in hav-
ing the translation made, and if it is to be
made. and we all wish this to be done, it
should be carried out with such speed as
to render the translation useful to the French
mermbers of the House, which was not the
case during the last two years.
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Mr. AMYOT. The hon. member is dbout
the only one in the House who complainsl
ct the translation, but he has always failed !
to quote one phrase or sentence that is badly :
translated. %
Mr. LANGELIER. The hon. gentlemun,
did not understand me. I did not complain |
about the quality of the trarpslation, but as
to the slowness of the production of the
French version. I did not say 2 word about
the guality of the tramslation.

Mr. AMYOT. The translation is more
quickly done and better done than at any
previous period.

Motion agreed to.
REPORTS.

Public Acecounts of Canada, for the fiscal
Year ended 30th Juae, 1894.—(Mr. Foster.)

Repert of the. Department of hmian
Attairs, for the year ended 21st December.
1894 —Mr. Daly.)

summary Report of the Geological Survey
Department, for the year 1894.—(Mr. Daly.)

Report. Return and Statisties of the Iu-
land Revenues of the Dominion of Canada.
for the fiscal year ended 30th June. 1894 :
Part 1. Excise, &c.—(Mr. Wood, Brockville.)

Inspection of \Veighls and Measures and
Gas, Part I, for the fiscal year ¢nded 30th
June, 1894.—(Mr. Wood, Brockrille.)

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY REPORT.

Mr. CHARLTON. When will the full re-
port of the Geological Survey be laid on the
Table of the House ?

Mr. DALY. The annual summary report
I have just laid on the Table. The com-
pletion of the annual report will depend
upon the facilities afforded, and I think it
will not be ready for some months.

ADJOURNMENT—HUDSON BAY RAIL-

Mr. FOSTER. I think the House has dene
a considerable amount of work in discussing
- the Address, and if hon. gentlemen opposite
will give their assent we will not return to-
night. I move the adjournment of the
House. o

Mr. LAURIER. I will take advantage of
this early opportunity to call the attention
of the hon. gentleman leading the House to
what I consider to be a very grave subject.
It was stated in the press some few weeks
ago that the Government had passed an
Order in Council making advances of mouney

to the Hudson’'s Bay Railway Company to

the sum of 3$2,500,000. I desire to know
from the hon. gentleman if that statement is
true.

Mr. FOSTER. I cannot recall at this mo-
ment the exact nature of the Order in Coun-
cil, but I will give the hon. gentieman exaet
and full information at the next sitting of
the House.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Has any money
been paid ?

Mr. FOSTER. There has been none paid.

Mr. LAGRIER. Perhaps the hon. gentle-
man will place on the Table the order itself.

Mr. FOSTER. I will give full informa-
tion, certainly.

Mr. LAGRIER. It seems to me that the
hcn. gentleman’s memory has failed. This
is an important matter, and yet he cannot

recollect the terms of the order, and the
order should be laid on the Table.

Mr. FOSTER. I will be responsible for
full information. ‘

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think the an-
swear of the hon. gentleman is not at all
satisfactory. Hon. members are entitled to

‘know what are the contents of the order.

Mr. FOSTER. The House shall.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The order itself
should be produced to the House.

Motion agreed to ; and House .adjourned
at 3.40 pm. T

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
WebpNESDaY, Z4th April, 1895.

" The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock. ‘

i 3AYERS.
ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT.

- Mr. CHARLTON moved for leave to in-
troduce Bill (No. 14) to repeal the Eleectoril
Franchise Act and to make certain pro-
visions in place thereof. He said: Mr.
Speaker, I propose to-day, in meoving the
introduction of this Bill, to follow the custom
of the Imperial House of Commons, and to
make some remarks as to the nature of the
measure. 1 am actuated in this course by
the fact that for the last session or two it
has heen a matter of uncertainty whether
a public Bill would be reached for second
reading. This Bill was put upon the Orders
among the first last session, but was not
reached again. Under the rules of the
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House, in certain cases notices of motion
are transferred from the place where they
properly belong and are placed at the head
of Bills and Orders ; and it was owing to the
operation of this rule last sessien that the
Bill was not reached. 1 propose, theretfore,
now to enter upon a discussion of the
changes which are embodied in the Bill I
am about to introduce. The history of the
Act whizh this Bill proposes to repeal is
one very well known to the majority of the
:members of this House. The session of 1883
“was convened on the 29th day of January
of that year ; the Franchise Bill was In-
troduced on the 19th day of March follow-
ing, and received its zecond reading on the
16th day of April. The objection was raised
~ to the Bill at the time it had been introducad
—that its introduction came at a stage
of the session so late as to preclude a
full consideration of its provisions. This
objection had no wzight with the Govern-
ment, and the attempt was made to force
the Bill through. It will Lbe within the re-
collection of all who were members of the
HEcuse in 1885 that one memorable sitting
tock place, lasting from three o'clock on
- Thursday until midnight of the following
Saturday, and that the attempt was made by
ihe Government to force the Bill through by
tiring out the Opposition. The Govern-
ment party made no pretense of deifending
propositions in the Bill and left the dis-
. cussion of the measure entirely with the

| COMMONXNS]

184

inion Franchise should be of a uniform
character throughout the Dominion; and
that it was necessary to introduce a measure
which would do away with the existing
anomaly. But before the discussion on the
Bill ended, and before the Bill became law.
it left the qualification of voters nearly as
divergent in the various provinces as they
had been under the provincial laws. It
gave universzl suffrage in British Columbia;
it gave universal suffrage in Prince Edward
Island, and a franchise based upon the pos-
session of perscnal property—fish nets, boats,
&c.—in the other maritime provinces. So
that as finally passed. it was, as [ say.
as widely divergent from the principle of
uniformity of franchise, as the original pro-
vincial laws had been with refercnce tn
‘the same matter. While this Bill was under
iiscussion, various amendments were offered
and rejected. Amoung these, one of the most
important was the proposal to leave with
the people the preparation of the voters’
lists through their own officers. This was
rejected. Another was that no Indians
should have a vote who were not enfran-
chised. This was rejected. Another was
that no Indian not enfranchised should be
put upon the voters’ list without his own
consent. This was rejected, and the right
was reserved to put Indians upon the voters’
list contrary to their wishes and
without their own consent. Another
amendment was that it would be

Opposition ; so it became necessary for the ! preferable to use the provincial lisis;
Opposition to maintain their ground for the, snother was that the couuty judsge in each
;}(gloddmterven(;ng b_elt}“{f‘ﬁltl three o CltOC]:l on | .ounty should be the revisinz barrister ;

ursday ana mhbug on Naturday.! tnis alse was denied. Another was that
Numerous attempts were afterwards made | jersons having votes at provincial elections
to force the Bill through. The Biil finally : should have votes at Dominion elections ;

became law, and the House closei its ses-| another was for providing for appeals to sup-
sion on the 20th day of Juiy. so that the| erior courts azainst revising barristers’ de-

Bill was under coasideration iro:mn April

~16th to within a few days of July
20th. Among the propositions of the:
Bill, as it was first introduced. was

"one which gave 1o Indians,
- ference to location, or qualification, or char-
acter, or civilization. or education, the right
1o vote. The Bill also gave to women the
right to vote. It provided that the revising
barrister should be a barrister of five years
standing. No matter what his qualifica-

tions or character, simply a barrister of:

without re-:

i ¢isions. All these amendments were reject-
' ed, aud the chief amendments of the Bill
“allowed by the Government were one pro-
‘ viding for the punishment of Indian agents.
i that interfered in elections; and another
" that judges might be revising barristers of

their own judicial districts. The character
_of the change will be thoroughly uuderst.od
' by referring to the provisions of the British
' North America Act, in sec. 41. By the sec-
| tion it is provided as follows :—

five years’ standing would serve the pur-: .;llfntil 1tlhei Parl_ian;ent of Cfl:xadaévtég?rg:se_pm—
poses of the Gevernment for the responsible | vides, all laws In force in L1€ & ovinces
position of revising barrister. And the Bill | at the Union relative to the following matters,

. , - . < . ior any of them, namely :(—The qualifications
was characterized by the arbitrary power ' and disqualifications of persons to be elected or

conferred; in the mode of making the lists, | {o sit or vote as members of the House of As-
in the mode of procedure, and in its forms:sembly or Legislative Assembly in the several
and decisions. ‘ i provinces, the voters at elections of such mem-

Now. Sir, the chief reason advanced, ?er:,i thle0 ;12;1: tghgg_ t;g:};r:yaggtexﬁzge {;;
I?r the 111tl:0dll(tt.10'11 of thfs measur.e ! p‘xx-gcezgings at’ elections, the periods d’uring
was the desirability of h‘,“*“',’*’ a Unl-:.ohich elections may be continued, the trial of
form franchise throughout the Dominion. ! .optroverted  elections, and proceedings incident
It was urged among other reasons, that the : thereto, the vacating of seats of members, and
voters’ qualifications in various provinces |the execution of new writs in case of seats va-
differed very widely, and that the Dom- icated otherwise than by ‘dlssolution,—-—sha‘.li re-

M. CusrLTON.
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i
spectively apply to elections of members in

serve in the House of Commons for the same
severed provinces.

British MNorth America Act, extending over

Commons. Now, Sir, one would suppose,

. of the state

after eighteen years of practice under an‘

srrangement for using the provincial lists,
that the Government would scarcely have

~into effect
. operation

- ventured to make a change in the arrange-:
ment without some evidence of popular dis-

approval, without some evidence that the:

plan of using provincial lists did not meet -
with popular faveur, and was objection-.
able in some respects. But it never was-

pretended that any such popular discon-

isted ; and the

purely and entirely without production of

any evidence of public feeling in favour: Congress of the United States, providing
of a change. Sir, the Government ought to - a2 uniform franchise for election of members

have been aware that the introduction of

this arrangement would be likely to be pro-: States. a separate list from the list used in

ductive of bad results ; they ought to have: the state elections, would have been work-

been aware that in the country to the south ! 5hle, orr would have been continued if it

i had been introduced

of us, upon whose institutions our own were

to a large extent founded, a country from

which they have borrowed very much of : to the operation of this electoral franchise
their policy, such as the gerrymandering  Jaw is not calculated to prove that its oper-
. -ation is in any degree beneficial.

they have certainly borrowed the worst!

of constituencies and the National Policy—

features of that Government's policy, and
they ought to have given some attention to:

one of its best features—they ought to have

known that this same principle with regard :

 to franchise as applied to national elections,
had b-2en. acted upon in the United States,
and thelr experi=nce in this matter was one
which might have afforded to us a valuable

fication for electors, is as follows :—

- See. 2. The House of Representatives shall be
composed of members elected by the people of
the various states, and the qualification in each
state shall be the qualification recognized for
electors of the most numerous branch of the
state legislature. ‘

Sir, this Act was professedly copied from
the constitutional convention which con-
vened in May, 1787. The matter had been
very fully considered by that convention.
and various alternate propositions had been
made. It had been proposed to have the
members of the House of Representatives
clectad by the state legisiatore of the re-
spective states ; it had been proposed that
the state legislature of the respective states
should define the mode by which the mem-
bers for each state were to be elected ; and
it had also been proposed that the system
which was adopted by our own Government

volition,

in 1885, the system of an electoral franchise
to Dbe fixed by the general govern-

e ' - . o : ment, should be adopted. After consider-
Tnder the provisicns of this sec. 41 of the : ation of these four propositions, the three
. I have named and the one which was adopt-

a period from 1867 to 1885, the lists pro-: ed, and after full and mature consideration,

vided by the provinces for the election of ' the propesition contained in the constitution,

members to the Legislative Assembly of : that the qualification of electors for members

eiach province, were used as the lists for of Congress should be that required for the
ithe clections for the Dominion House of

election of the most numerous branch
i legislature in the state,
was adopted. Now, this provision went
in 1790, it has been in
'in  the United States 105
years, and it had been in operation in that
country 95 years at the time this law was
passed in Canada. During that 95 years
there had not been the slightest friction,
there had never been a whisper of a pro-
position to change the basis of the franchise.

] C . " There never has been the slightest indication
tent with the arrangement existed ; it never  that the plan had not worked satisfactorily
was pretended that the slightest friction ex- ' and well ; and no man conversant with the

introduction of this new  sjtuation of affairs in that country wiil for

measure on the part of the Government was

one moment claim that the introduction of a
franchise law, or an electcral law,. by the

of Congress and President of the United

! into that country.
Certainly our own experience in reference

Now, when this confederation was formed,
the first step taken was to secure the consent
of the provinces. The provinces took the in-
itial step. and that initial step is set forth
in the preamble to this British North Am-
erica Act: ‘ , ‘

Whereas the provinces of Canada, Nova Scotia
and New Brunswick have expressed their desire

I X ( 1€ : to be federally united in one Dominion.
lesson if we had been willing to profit by it. :

The section of the United States constitu-, Jpat was the foundation, the basis of the

tion referring to this matter of federal quali- : arrangement, the expressed desire of the

provinces that were about to enter into this
arrangement ; and acting upon that express-
ed desire, the Imperial Parliament sanction-
ed and ratified the arrangement with re-
gard to the formation of this Dominion. Now,
Sir, the powers possessed by this House,
the powers possessed by this Government,
are not inherent powers, but they are
powers derived from the people, powers de-
rived primarily from the various provinces
that expressed their desire to unite in a con-
federation ; and the entity of those
provinces,  their original jurisdiction,
and their bhaving, through - their own
entered upon that  arrange-
ment, is not consistent with the assump-
tion on the part of the Dominion Govern-
ment of the powers wielded and exercised
through the operation of this Franchise Act.
By this British North America Act, what,
are the powers that were delegated to the
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Parliament of Canada ? These powers are:
set forth in the 91st section of this Act. We !
see by this same instrument what were the:
powers reserved to the provinces. These
powers are set forth in the 92nd section of :
this Act, and ameng the rights reserved by
the provinces are rights with regard to civil
affairs, are all civil rights. Now. Sir. the:
exercise of the franchise is a civil right, it:
is a right that lies at the foundation of all:
civil rights; and 1 hold that the interfer- -
ence on the part of the Dominion Govern-
ment with the principle of the franchise,
the passage of that Act which took into their .
own hands the power of adjusting the
 franchise, regulating it, settling what the:
qualifications should be. providing machi-:
nery by which voters should be put upon the :
voters® lists—I hold that the exercise of:
this power on the part of the Dominion :
Government, was a violation of that prin-;
ciple in our constitution which gives to the!
provinces control over civil rights. because ;
the exercise of the franchise is in the highest
sense a civil right. This right is one that':

should be controlled by the people who own

it. It is not a right that should be con-;
trolled by the Government thit seeks to own :
and control the people. This Franchise:
Act, therefore, is an attack upon the:
basic principle of provincial autonomy ;!
it affects the principle of provincial auto-:
nomsy, because it takes from the represen- :
tatives of the people the power to exercise
for themselves the right to say who shall
be voters, what citizens shall vote for the
men who are to be sent to Parliament to
look after their interests, and to watch
their interests in this House. It takes from
them the power of exercising in its fullest
sense the rights that pertain to them of
having representation upon the floor of this
House. It is the exercise of a power on the
part of the Dominion Government that is
subversive of the principle of popular sover-
eignty, that is subversive of the principle of
popular rights ; and for that reason I repeat,
'Sir, that the Franchise Act is an attack upon
‘the basic principle of provincial autonomy.
Now, this Act was professedly copied from
the English system. When the Bill was in-
troduced and when reasons were urged by
' the Government in justification of its intro-
duction. the chief reason put forward by its
advocates was that in England they had re-
vising barristers who revise the list and it
was proper in this country to adopt the
English systcm, that the English statutes
provided who should be voters, what the
qualificaticns of voters should be, what
the provision should be in respect to
piacing names upon the list, with respect to
 .appeals against placing names on the list or
- removing names, and what the func-
tion of the revising barrister should be,
and provided the whole machinery by which
‘the electoral -lists of the country were ar-
«ranged. But there was this difference be-
“tween England and Canada. There was no
‘home rule, there were no provinces there,
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there was no division of legislative author-
ity between the Imperial Parliament, of dif-
ferent kingdoms or provinces, but there was
a union of kingdoms, and power was cen-
tralized in the Imperial Parliament as it
formerly was centered in united Upper aund
Lower Canada ; and consequently the ar-
rangement of the electoral lists in England
was a power that belonged properly to the
inglish Parliament, for there was no other
nower to exercise it. But the case was dif-
ferent in Canada. We have provinces united
in creating this Dominion, we bhave pro-
vinces invested with certain rights that may
be termed the rights of home rule, we have
provinces united to exercise the functions of
civil rights and through whose union this
Dominion was erected ; and the central
Government stepped in and usurped the
power that properly appertained to those
provinces. I want to point out the contrast
that exists between the English law, which
appoints revising barristers to finally revise
the list, and the Dominion law with respect
to the electoral franchise. There have
been many statutes passed in England
in regard to the exercise of the franchise :

the first was passed in the reign of
William IV. in 1832, the next in 1843,
next in 1865, next in 187S and next in

1885. Under the provisions of these laws
the lists are in all cases made by the over-
seers of the poor. Those overseers are not
appointees of the Imperial Government, they

t are not officers who owe their appointineunt

and position to the Crown or to a commis-
sion, but the overseers are municipal officers
Jjust as our township councillors are, and
these overseers. the officers of the people.
exercising their functions by virtue of
the authority emapating from the people
making the lists. The overseers require
application to be made to them respect-
ing names to be placed upon the list,
they receive protests against names be-
ing inserted on the list or removed from the
lists. they exercise their own discretion in
putting names on and leaving names off the
list ; and aiter the overseers. these officers
of the people. have made the preliminary
list, as provided by the law with its care-
fully guarded provisions, that list was
finally revised, mnot by an appointee
of the Crown, but by a revising bar-
rister, who holds office for one year. an
appointee of the courts, and whose func-
tions are strictly and entirely judicial. The
character of his functions may be shown by
a few quotations I shall make from the Act
of 1885. That Act provides that the clerk
of the peace shall issue instructions to the
overseers of the poor annually as to their
duties. On page 16 of chapter 15 of 48 Vic.,
are 1wo precepts which are to be given by
the clerk of the peace in counties or the
town clerk in boroughs and citias to th
overseers of the poor : ‘

Part I. of this precept informs you generally
of the persons entitled to be registered as
voters, and of the meaning of the expressions
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used in this precept, and also as to thc mode in

which you are to make out and publish the lists.
Part II. gives you, in order of time, the sev-
eral matters which you are required to do.
Then this Act goes on to give the overseers
of the poor instructions as to notices and
inquiries, instructions as to the list of voi-
ers, instructions as to the names and excep-
tions ; and after this list has been prepared
by the overseers and by them held to be a
complete list., prepared by virtue of their
appcintment as officers of the people, it is
submitted to the revising officer. who is ap-
pointed by the senior judge of assize in

counties and the Lord Chief Justice
at Westminster. London. in the county
of . Middiesex, and after this judicial
revision has taken place the list is
ready to use. How does this system
- correspond  with the Dominion proce-
dure * It does not correspond at all. We

have mno intervention of the municipal oti-
cers to make the list ; there is no officer ex-
ercising judicial functions delegated to him
by the courts. There is no point of compari-
son betweent the English and the Dominion
svstem. How does the English compare
with our provincial system ? It almost ex-
actly corresponds with the Ontario system.
In Ontario we have similar functions to
those exercised by the overseers of the poor
performed by the municipal council. The
machinery is almost identical as regards the
preparation of the list. They receive appli-
cations, they hear objections. they hear
claims to be placed on the list, they make a
list. and thev do so as officers of the peo-
ple. They hold, finally, a court of revision.
By power delegated to them by the people

to fix the privileges that the people shall ex-

ercise, they act, and when the court of re-
vision is held and the list is finally com-
pleted so far as the action of the municipal
council is concerned, then the county judge
comes in and performs the same judicial act
as does the revising barrister in England.
and he performs functions exclusively and
purely judicial. If it is desired to follow
the English precedent, we have it followed
in Ontario, and substantially followed in

all the other provinces, but we have not a

single point of comparison between the Do-
~ minion procedure and the procedure in Eng-
Jand. In Canada the municipal officers do
not prepare the list; in England they do.
In Canada the municipal officers do not man-
age the preliminary revision ; in England
they do. In Canada the municipal officers
possess no authority, they exercise no func-
tion ; in England the municipal officers pos-
sess all power but authority connected with
the final judicial revision of the list. While
the revising barrister is appointed in Canada
by the Crown, while he is practically &n
autoerat in function and act, while there is
no check from co-ordinate mun{cipal func-
tions or associated municipal autherity, the
revising barrister in England exercises judi-
ecial functions alone, and he has a check
from co-ordinate muricipal functions and
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associated municipal authority. It is more
than a cheek; it is a primary act
This otlicer in Canada is appointed at the
pleasure of the Crown, he holds otfice during
the pleasure of the Crown, and he is entirely
removed from all responsibility to the people.
This officer in England is appointed annually,
he is appointed by the senior judge of the
assize, and his duties are entirely separated
from the exercise of political functions. In
this country the lists are printed by the
Government, and in England the lists are
printed by the municipal authorities. 1In
this country there is no provision for a safe-

guard with regard to these lists after the

final revision. After the final revision by
the revising barrister, and when these lists
come back to the Government printing
oftfices at Ottawa, any Kkind of a fraud or
scandal can be perpetrated. The lists can
be stuffed at pleasure, and the only restraint
placed on the Government is their o-n
sense of modesty and their own sense of
honour : not a great restriction. There is
no colony in the Empire where the making
of & preliminary and tinal revision of ihe
voters’ lists is confided to an appointee of the
Crown. and there is no celony in the Em-
pire where the printing of such lists is per-
formed by the Crown. Here the making of
the lists. the printing of the lists, and the
whole machinery is under the control of the
Government, and the rights of the people
have been trampled upon. The principles of
popular sovereignty and popular rights have
not been considered at all in this natter.
There are various other objections 1o this
Franchise Act besides those I have already
outlined. One objection is. that the proece-
dure is complicated and expensive. Another
reason is. that undue power rests ia the
hands of the revising barrister. There is
no proper appeal from his decision. You
can appeal from it on a question cof Liw,
but not upon a question of fact, and in nine
hundred and ninety-nine cases ocut of a
thousand the question arising before him
is one of fact, and not of law. As to the

Jadgment of the revising barrister on that

question of fact there is no appeal, and he
is practically an autocrat.  Althoush the
franchise is a popular right, belonging to
the people of this country, yet they have
not the slightest participation in the creation
of these lists. The presence of the peiple
is-ignored, and the whole thing 13 nlaced
in the hands of a minion of the Govern-
ment. Another objection to rthis Fian-
chise Act is, that the expenses are very
great and are unnecessary, so great, indeed,
that the Government have been ashamed to
carry out the provisions of their own Iaw.
and have shrunk from giving us annual re-
visions, because of the inordinate cest. Ve
have had three revisions since this Act
passed, in 1885, and we have one rnearly.
completed now. The three revisions that
have been completed were, in 1886, 18S9,
and 1891, and these revisions cost the coun-
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try $900.000 in round nu S. i ! i i is i
~this expense there was thlgbc?or;t of gﬁ??ii:; T zxﬁg{:’ttﬁe f?egg?;sgngh;Ch ireme :ittccordémce
in the plant in the Government ireau . ) the PrOVIDGOE -
necessary for the printing of t,heseBIll;gtl: : :;itgi?s\\?liatth ihp?om? of the provinces. They
and there are various other items of eX: " what their oper basis o At
pense not embraced in the sum I have men- - should be p{'{?%)er ey o rgpresentafi«m
tioned. The elections of 1891 were held:of voting f g B e eut Thew
upon lists two years old. There was not  this Parlia ment they k o o, e
“an individual in Canada under twenty-tirree j‘thekir Q0 lment )the) .Lnuw Who, amonsst
vears of age who was permitted to vote in ‘Goverl};melzlf .(] arf o et tell thom tiae
the general election. This. Mr. Speaker. is Then. Sir. h: O-e‘!a(? O-t need 1t them‘th:n- :
an outrage that few free people in this fmnchi;e ) w‘“ ;n,, .1domed entiog In e
world would stand, and. to bring people o cordance’ i (;1 T e et
submit to an outrage of this kind. you want : the provi “:“ the' e t}le D T
fifteen years of the process of de'bauchinc" the Ee n}fes' 3 ‘\\~e have a list made by
public sentiment by that class of legislaa-i there Ill)r eacntgt_nea_of e ottt
tion and Acts which this Government has : qut—qf:e an)l'l e e on o ahat
been guilty of. Nearly all the by-elections revision 2 ?l the o claime To put on and
- have been held upon old lists. iIf we had hearing il]u' 1‘1:2‘11 g S o pup on. and
- had the coming elections at the time the : oﬂicer? '&falgh e Oﬁ: e
Government desired to have them, we list t?:] t-et'e :§ at‘x_vthmg. e I that
would have had them upon a list three years ‘ud.i—-iixlen- ‘}f bave the §trxctly impartial.
old. If this Government remains in ﬁt)\\'er ' !ud‘:e‘ 3{3‘3'1310.11 00 ave e the provimen
I venture to =ay that there wili not be gist? .'1 1§ ‘e “: -Otﬂd have o the provincial
another revision for three or four years minbi.ox; 1‘3-\[ Zreaty e e fhis Do
~and every by-election held after the nexty the G -ht’ e o e
general elections will be held on anti- the )lg}lirnment, hol(%mg et g
quated lists. Then, there is another fea- sum;{m;fu:e o ororent, and. pre
ture about it. The existence of a voters’ ¢an “-"h h‘upposed (0 Serve. so far as he
“list for provincial purposes. and the ex- scie’n(-el ]tt,ut‘ undl}? steteh of his con-
istence of a list for Dominion election I may .Mtlle tmtel:ebts: Of' g
purposes is confusing and perplexing to the  the ‘n}ec;sura t;ellil.nou again 10 the ffmt Lt
electors. Many electors who obtain their mere e‘t e e 1 Fo bt wnder
franchise as provincial voters imagine that: the m;pe?ment. -“'e pave_ e amer
that is all that has to be done, and in minimf( ‘; -She~ provincial “]E’Sts aaltie
neglecting to attend to the Dominion voters’ We kno : e‘cu?ns. e ‘15'6‘ . e hhon
lists they lose their votes. the precimis and : hiv -z(’t{x?\l t’ Xporie e I e e oy
inestimable priyvilege of every freeman. 1 We .}'nnd' ;-xpen(:n«-e h()\\'_ thg o s
know, Mr. Speaker. that‘thé people of the : tllei'e‘ \i""lst 111‘:- e}‘oﬁf?\ilzﬁ? )ir'uusutce; b l}m:w
country are sick of this measure. know the tely mot the stigh.
- venture to say that a great n?am' (::f“ ihgf §§0‘;9.f§(f§e fwa.s abfcvlutel_) e ThEhn
Government supporters are sick of it also goi‘f th y f hise e o the“ B we oxe
I presmme that the average cost of eacli‘g isted efrortsnigflie 13“.“ }lndpr et
;gﬂﬁgg(;)" medmgers of this House is not less | that it “‘Orke(;‘ e;(;igtﬁ:oril? ¢ lgl’gwi a!xsu‘ |
an $400, and that is an unnecessary drain’ talk the-oreticall\: a?.):) t this . e e
upon their resources. Then. the list is not' peal to th T otce of the pase from 1oms
a good list and it is not as much in - to 1885, : ?‘ex.penen.ce o Lewiy O aton
anc:;- it the prineToes of poll)luigraf‘gg;gﬁ :g‘ égt). as proof of the assertions we make
sentation and justice as are th incial  Now. S N ‘ ‘ i
lis:!s which are made without ch:rgg ozﬁllfxﬁls,{g : teﬁxo“:;dsll)‘t:edh? ea:\\?gzlt w?&fm&‘ 'asi e bsys-
and without cost. The Bill which 1 now i ti f | , in changing
’ {:'optl))se providgs for the absolute repwlod 3 ;h:vggg“'t%;g hgl(f ogiiigénﬁlf lgg;:;egl;a?g;n:
e Dominion Franchise Law. a its  and th iven uni efaction 3
amendments, and it provides fornttllxeagd(:;ﬁ '; il’élgvth\:;smtgisgl ;’;\: ?::::drﬁ:}dsa;x séacftions
tion of the provincial lists in each pro- ; through in the f grea st paris
vince. If this principle is adopt i -g Bkt in th Of‘ e e
a provincial list whiclh is, tirst:pc:t}‘da;‘lv.e III:::;:; g;gﬁt"}ry“?ghtt;;n e et
by the people of each province. The quali-|: de i f R e o eaen oy
fications ﬂ:o vote are established in aceord-: ‘«vreats;:e lil(:e;?: ?> ti)‘ ;g‘?r pfl‘)Itﬂe \g}lgn C:m;x o
ance with the wants and requi '  providing for the i f o Shein
v gt dimvemde?gtiesgen‘fh :xf ;E‘?gldmg for th_e creation of lists by their
discussing the Franchise Act, that we could c.rea;t T e e o e e year's
not have a uniform franchise. The condi-‘; ;anxpergmce of printing the §1sts in the print-
tion of affairs in the provinces varies. In t gﬁ(; g of thgu’ party Iriends. bring them
British Columbia and Prince Edward 1s- ot tg{‘ here gnnting office an(.l have them:
Iand it was thought proper to bave uni. ! grm htl;ere ? And after having provided
versal suffrage, and in Nova Scotia it wasi"a:r oy (;, b? uds and outrages on the people
deemed right to give the fisherman a vote: ris‘tm = t'f : perpetrated b;: the revising bar.
on gs éiI:St :}nd his boat. If we adopt the . the;fm’g; ;35&5,?“&?.3 d;)spos;gd, ‘; by did
e | ‘ : rovide for
p ranchise, therefore, we will| wholesale stuffing of the lists, if tltllel§
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desired to glo it. under their own supervi-!
sion anel ‘ithout any possible check ?
I say. why did they do these things ?
- Well, ! think it is not snreasonable for us
to assume that we know why. [ think it
- was a gross political job. This law is one
of a trio of political infamy, and it has as
its brothers the gerrymander and the bood-
ling transactions of the Government. That
was the motive of the Government. I say!
it boldly, because I believe it to be true. that
the only motive of the Government in intro
Qveing this Bill was to secure unjust poli-!
tical advantage. Three years before they
had introduced that Yankee political cut-
throat, the gerrymander., by which they
gave pewer to a fraction more than half of
the electorate of the province of Ontario to
elect over three-fifths of the representatives
from that province in this House. They
followed that villainous act with the intro-
duction of this law which I am now dis-
cussing, and they practised hefore and have
practised since the system of boodling to
- such an extent as to ake a fine arv of it
Why, the Americans. altheagh we got the
rerrymander from them. could come and
learn boodling from us. They have not got
it to the state of perfection which it has|
reached in this country. There is often a
manifestation of the power of the public;
conscience in that country. Oakes Ames
wias anithemnatized because of his connec-
tion with the Credit Mobilier frauds. Schuy-
ler Colfax was driven from public life be-
cause it was suspected, though never proved,
that he had received $1,500 from the Credit
Mobilier. Boss Tweed died in prison ; Boss |
Kane, of Brooklyn, is now in Sing Sing.
Eoth of these men suffered for crimes that
would have been condened in Canada. where
MecGreevy and Connolly have been released
because their healtk suffered from incarcera-
tion. Now, I have no doulit that the late
lamented Sir John Thompson int:nded to
purge the Government, and he set to work
by casting out John Charles Rykert, and
then he took MecGreevy and Connelly in
hand and they were sent to jail. Buat that
gentleman found the evil so deeply seated
that he saw that he might have to go fur-
ther than he had expected. He was some-
thing in the position of a little Scotch boy
in a Sunday school one day when the lesson
was about Ananiazs and Sappbira. The
teacher asked the class why God did not
uow strike people dead for lying. After a
‘while the little boy held up his hand. “Well,
what is it ? ” asked the teacher ; and the boy
answered : ¢ If he did, there wud'na be ony-
body left.” And that is the reason why
Sir John Thompson abstained from purging
the Government of all the boodiers ; he saw
that he would not have a colleague left on
the Treasury benches:; and out of sheer
- shame he could not contiuue to punish Mc-
Greevy and Connolly, and so they were re-
leased. I do not kmow where Connolly is,
but McGreevy is now to come back to re-
ceive his reward. He is to be introduced

- REVISED

here, and I would “suggest that he be intro-

duced by the Postmaster General and the

hor. member for Montmorency (Mr. Tur-
cotte), and that my hon. friend the Minister
of Railways and Canais form the rear suard

- and come in behind. :

Mr. HAGGART. What about perjurers ?
Mr. CHARLTON. If the hon: gentleman
gms any charge to make, we will consider it
in due time. We are now talking about
piunderers and boodlers and political crimi-

nals of various kinds. and 1 ean refer the

hon. gentleman to certain charges demanding
investigation which were made two or three
sessions ago. and in which some Ministers
of the Crown were interested, and to the
course taken by the Government on that
occasion, when a resolution was introduced
by the gentleman who now fills the respon-
sible po«ition of Premier. which resolution

 practically, on the part of the alleged cri-

minal, drew a new indictment, and then pre-
ferred the charges before a court the judges
of which were chosen by himself., and the
verdict of which was a foreordained con-
clusion.

Now. Mr. Npeaker.

we have bhad asser-

 tions made here as to the potency of the

principles held by our hon. friends oppo-
site. We have heard very often of the tri-
umph of the National Policy, and the
strength of that policy in the country ; and
the success of the Government in the elec-
tions has been attributed to the hold which
that policy has upon popular sentiment and
popular affection. Do you believe. Mr.
Speaker., or do I believe that the character

. of the policy alone has influenced the re-

sults of the elections ? Have we reason to
doubt that the expenditure of vast sums of
money have had something to do with those
resalts ? We know that the Government
have adopted a regular system of raising
election funds; we know that they have
made contracts with and granted charters
to railway companies ; we know that theyx
have granted subsidies of land and subsidies
of money by Order in Council during the
pendency of an election, as was the case in
the last general elections; we know that
they have added to the public burdens
hundreds of thousands of dollars for the pur-
pese of granting additional mail subsidies
and land subsidies for railways already
completed. We know that they have given
to one class of the population specizl advan-
tages. and have drawn from them. in con-
sideration of those advaniages. large elec-
tion contributions. We know that they have
granted various railway subsidies to the ex-
tent of millions of doilars, and in almest
every case we may reasonably assume that
these subsidies have been tolled, and that
the toll has been added to the election fund ;
2nd in many cases these subsidies have been
granted to districts where they would
benefit the Government nominees, they were
in fact bribes given to ridings en bloc.
With the system adopted in the Public

EDITION.
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Works Departmment. whereby the c«mtmcts! ing to discuss a measure whic is not yet

‘were manipulated and the Governm=nt cor-

ruption fund largely reinforced by sums'

drawn from that source—I say —ith this
system of corruption and boodling
tending from 1872
Cter was  sold. down
in vogue., and with these enormous sums
raised  and  expended in this  way.
suceess of the Government in 1882 1887 and
corrupting the electors. rather than to the
potency of the appeals made by the Gov-
ernment to the reason of the people.

its most important personages : and I close

by asserting that in the interests of the.

The | review of the measure.

object of this Bill was to strike out from

this trinity of evil I have referred to. one of time.

i
©x- .
when a railway char-
to the present day.:

|
think we may very properly attribute the .

before the House in printed form. 1 shall
not. therefore. at present, say anything
more regarding it. The hon. gentleman
has made a great many very decided asser-
tions which it will be quite time enough to
review when. on the second reading. the
House is possessed of the whole Bill. antd
arcument will be more pertinent.

Mr. LAURIER. 1 have no observations

A | - 1 gt all to offer at this moment about this
18], 1o the lavish expenditure of money in .

Bill. but I think the practice introduced by

,my hon friend is the best. that upon the
' first reading we should have a very full

country, for the sake of securing simplicity
in the arrangements of the electoral tists,

for the sak.e of securing economy by at ‘and 35 Viectoria. chap. 23,
onee sweeping away an expense of over'

$400.000.  direct apd indirect. in each re-

vision of the lists. for the sake of securing
etliciency. since no list. prepared as this

through their own representatives. and .re-
vised with striet judicial revision by the .
county court judges. for the sake of jus-.

tice. we should do away with the
Government an unjust advantage. In the

return to the provincial franchises.

present system. it is clear. ¢annot be per-|

peiuated. The Government itself intro-
duced a2 Bill last session which confesses
that the assertion I make is true. that this
system cannot be perpetuated. It is not in
the reason or nature of things that so
outrageous A system as this can be con-
tinuedt in this country. Born, as it was,
out of a desire to secure unjust political
advantage. continued. as it has been. in
iniquity. . it cannot be perpetuated.

just. this obnoxious measure from the
statute-books of the Dominion. ‘ ‘

Mr. FOSTER. 1 do not intend to follow
“the example of my hon. friend and discuss
the prineiple even of the Bill. much less its
details. XNot bhaving a printed copy of the
- Bill, it is impossible, of course, to discuss
it intelligently at present. ‘
tleman has undertaken to follow what he
says is the practice in the Imperial Parlia-
ment. I am inclined to think, however.
without finding fault at all with the pre-
cedent or the course he has taken, that
" while it may be very profitable for the
House to have an explanation of what is

roposed
gothing special to be gained by attempt-

- Mr. Caarcrox.

Why - e :
not meet the inevitable and take the ecredit I fines and imprisonment and forfeiture of

—whic succeeding Gov il take ' ;. < e A o
—which a succeeding Government will take | g50.t1¢ or indirectly. contributes in any
if this one does not—of sweeping this un-'

The hon. gen-:

to be done by this Bill, there is

c et cee b T et wrm e

- his Bill

- party.

Motion agreed to. and Bill read the first

FRAUDS UPON THE GOVERNMENT.

Mr. EDGAR moved for leave to intro-
duce Bill (No. 13 to amend the Acts 51
intituled : = An
Act respecting Frauds upon the Govern-
ment.” He said : I wish to be brief. so as
not to fall under the ecriticism of the leader

C L o ointee. in t1 25 of the House. and will. therefore, say  in
is by a Govermment appointee. in the Way: 5 goc words what is the
it is prepared. can equal in efficiency the ..o of this Bill
lists prepared by the people themselves. | o '

intention and
In I801. Sir John
Thompson introduced the Act which I now

. propose to amend—anp Act respecting frawds

upon the Government : and while it was re-

i ceiving the consideration of the House. the
present

imperfect lists. prepared on a plan devised ;

and designed for the purpose of giving the ' o ipoant provision against the contribation

interest. therefore. of the public. the de- . by public contractors to election funds of
mand 15 a reasonable one. tlm.t we shouid | any kind. directly or indirectly. That clause

The '

leader of the Opposition suggested to him
the introduction of a clause containing

had bheen introduced several times before
on this side. but had been defeated by the
hon. gentlemen opposite. However, Sir
John Thompson took time to consider that
provision, and. to his credit. he accepted
it. and introduced the suggested clause into
In that respect. as in some others.
he went considerably in advance of his
The amendment I now propose is
one which, I think. at this particular time.
should be widely known throughout the
country. It provides severe penalties—

¢ -prract—agzainst any publie contracior who,

way towards the election of any candidate
te Parliament or towards an election fund.
It may be said that that is a provision
which it will be very ditlicult to enforce.
I fail to see that. I do not think that if
there were grounds for supposing that a

. public contractor haé made those contribu-

tions, it should be left to the slow ma-
chinery of an election court to discover
those things. 1 believe that the Govern-
ment or Parliament should appoint com-
mittees or issue commissions to make the
most stringent inquiries, so that the
proper parties might be punished. How-
ever that may be,. Sir. what 1 propose
in this Bill is to enlarge the power in 2 way
which, I think. ought to commend itself to

this House. The Act as it stands applies
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only to persons having contracts with the 5’

Governinent. I prepose to make the penal-
ties apply to directers and officers of rail-

way companies who have sobsidies, or loans.

or advances, or bopuses. from the Govern-
ment of Canada.
will meet the view of the House and of the
public. ¥ hope at a’ later stage to discuss
the matter more fully.

Motien agreed to, and Bill read the first

time.
DOMINION NOTES ACT.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Esxcuse

e ; I suppose that the object of the Bill
to amend the Dominion Notes Aet is to put
in the proviso which, in a most extraordin-

ary fashion, was dropped from the measure.

last year.
Mr. FOSTER. Precisely that.

DOMINION ELECTIONS
Mr. O'BRIEN (for Mr.

ACT.
McCarthy) moved

for leave to introduce Bili (No. 16 to amend
He said : The:

the Dominion Elections Act.
object of this Rill. Mr. Speaker. may be
very briefiy stated. Of its provisions—one
is a most important one—to make railway
companies that ¢arry voters to or from the
polls free of charge. guilly of a cor-
rupt practice, ard also to make any per-
sons whe abet the milway companies in
deing so guilty of a corrupt practice. In fact,
the object is to put a stop to the practice
wkhich is well kpown to prevail, especially
as shown during recent elections. of rail-

way companies making themselves election .
agents and carrying voters free from one end |
of the Dominion to the other to please the.
Government of the day. The other portion
of the Bill relates to acts of personation.:
We have on our statute a clause referring to !
The Ontario Legislature has:

this offence.
passed an Act which provides for summary
process in cases of persopation.
can easily understand that cases of persona- -
tion will frequentiy arise. especially in the!

more remote districts of the country, where:

the pecpulation is sparse, and where strangers |
can come in ard poll votes on behalf of
persons who are not present. This Bill en-
acts, as an amendment to the existing law, |
a similar provision to that of the provinciil |
Act, which provides for sSuminary process:
in regard to personation. These are the!

main provisions of the Bill. I therefcre beg

leave to move, seconded by Mr. Bryson,
for leave to introduce this Bill

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first
time.
NORTHAVEST TERRITORIES—DUAL
LAXGUAGE, ETC.
Mr. O'BRIEN (for Mr. McCarthy) moved

for leave to introduce Bill (No.17} to amend |
the Neorth-west Territories Act. Ide said :|

.On behslf of Mr. McCarthy, I beg to intro-
duce this Bill, which has been intreduced
on several previous occasions in this House

73

And I think, Sir, that this

Any one .

and which has not yet met with the sup-
port which its advecates hoped it would
meet with and which they believe it wil}
ultimarely meet with. I peed say but lictle
with regard to the provisions of the BilL
for they are well known. The object is to
give the North-west Territories power to
deal with the subject of education and 1o
- abolish the use of the Freanch language as
ofticial in these Territories. I have said,
. Mr. Speaker, that this Bill has not met with
: the support in this Hoeuse which I hope
- on the present occasion it will meet with ;
but T may say if it has not met with the
support in this House which we think it
ought to meet with, it bas met with a very
large support throughout the country, ex-
cept in the province of Quebec.

Mr. AMYOT. Hear, hear.

. Mr. O'BRIEXN. Which the hon. gentleman
. who interropts me so ably represents ; and.
Sir, the publie have come to the conclusion
- that they are not the demagogues who strive
by every means in their power to do away
with these distinctions of race and religion
which are the cause of nearly ail our trou-
bles ; they are the real demagogues who fat-
ten and batten and grow into political power
and influence by means of these distinctions.
" Sir, it is within the Enowledge of this House
- that gentlemen who are hardly qualitied to
fil! the position of third class clerks have
" been put in hich office in the Cabinet. and
have been retained there from year te year,
from one administration to another. Kept
there, and kept there why ¥ Not on account
" of their merits, because nature never gave
them any such qualifications as to entitle
them to fill these positions, but simply apd
solely because they represemted a certain
race and a certain religion. And. Sir, the
hon. Minister f Marine and Fisheries is a
case in point. The hon. gentleman illus-
- trated his position most admirably on a re-
" ¢ent occasion. The hon. gentlemzan referred
- —or perhaps it wouid be more parliamentary
to say reference was made—to the power
which the Ilate Sir John Maecdonzld had eof
judging character and choosing men, very
seldom making mistakes ip that respect.
- Well, Sir. Sir John Macdonald made ne mis-
. take in the case of the Minister of Marine
: and Fisberies. He made no mistake because
. he pever thought that with all his powers
it was possnble to make a statesman of the
! hon. zentleman, but he did believe—and that
- belief has been justified by events—that the
. hon. gentleman would make a most admir-
' able placeman. A most admirable placeman
- he Las beer. a most admirable placeman he
?snll cortinues to be. I do noi propose to
 say anything further with reference to this
Bill, but I beg to move, seconded by Mr.
Derison, for leave to intreduce the Bill
NMotion agreed to, and Bill read the first
time.

FIRST READING.
Bill {No. 18! to prevent the importation and

immigration of foreigners and aliens nnder
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contract or agreement to perform labour in

Canada.—(Mr. Taylor.)

PURCHASE OF BUTTER BY THE
GOVERNMENT.

Mr. RIDER asked, 1. How much butter has
the Government - purchased during 1895
through the. Dairy Commissioner, and at
what date or dates were the purchases
made ? 2. Who are the parties from whom
purchased, and what was the price paid ?
3. For what market was the transaction in-
tended ? 4. Has the whole lot been sold ?
If so, how much, and at what price ? 5.
What is the total cost to the Government
per pound, including purchase price, charges
for freight, insurance, storage, commissions,
&e. ?

Mr. MONTAGUE. 1. The Dairy Commis-
sioner accepted 915 packages of fresh-made
creamery butter from eighteen creameries
and from five of the Government Experi-
mental Dairy Stations, for shipment to
Great Britain on Government account, to
introduce and advertise the quality of fresh-
made creamery butter there, between the
12th February and 6th April, 1895. The
particulars of the latest shipment from
Prince Edward Island have not yet been re-

ceived. 2. An advance of 20 cents per pound

‘1 was paid. Payments have been made to

date, as per sheet attached hereto. 3.
Nine hundred and fifteen packages of butter
of fine quality, and in packages suitable for
export, were shipped to Great Britain ; 246
packages of butter, which was of fine qual-
ity, but in packages not suitable for export,
were or are being sold, in Montreal. What
of it has been sold—and most of it has been
sold—has realized more than the price ad-
vanced on it by the Government. Two
hundred and twenty-four packages were
received by the Dairy Commissioner
in Montreal, which were not strictly
fine in quality, or were made before Janu-
ary, 1895. These were taken charge
of by the shippers, or are being
sold on their account in Montreal. 4.
Account sales in detail have not been re-
ceived from Great Britain ; but reports of
sales have been received at from 90s. to 78s.
per cwt. 5. The accounts for the freight
charges from the creameries to Montreal
have not yet been received at the depart-
ment. The amount to be paid by the
Government, for freight charges to Montreal
and storage charges there, will be less than
one-half cent per pound of butter.

ADVANCES ON CREAMERY BUTTER, 1895.

Date. Cheque. Name. Address. Eg“:sk | Pounds. Value
$ cts

Mar. 27. B 8940 [Park, Blackwell & Co. ......|Toronto, Ont.......... 94 4,284 856 80
do 27.. 8941 |S. A. Freeman ...... ........ Culloden, Ont . ...... 18 1,008 201 60
do 27.. 8943 (W.J. Burns.... ............ Seely’s Bay, Ont. . 47 2,415 483 00
do 27.. 8945 |W. S, Campbell....... ...... Brantford, Ont ....... - 23 1,288 257 60
do 27.. 8946 [Bd. Scott...........ouuun.n. Heckston, Ont....... 42 1,260 252 00
do 27.. 8947 1J. MacHoover. . Goldﬁeld Ont........ 6 336 67 20
do 27.. 8948 |\T. J. Millar..... ...... cpog ncerville, Ont. ....| 13 728 145 60
do 27.. 8949 |Bk, Montreal (R. H. Pope). . . [Cookshire, Que. .. ... 30 1,760 352 00
do 27.. 8951 {H. C. Garbutt........... .... Lakeﬁeld Ont........ 47 2,536 507 20
do 27.. 8952 |Edwin Culver.. ... ........... leton, Qut........ 99 | 5,240 1,048 00
do 27.. 8953 [Robt. Barlow .... ......... ddison, Ont......... 40 2,000 400 00
do 29.. 8954 |A. A. McCallum .... ........ Gladetone, Ont....... 11 539 107 80
do 29.. 8965 |I. Humphries................ ‘Warkworth, Ont. .. .. 34 1,870 374 00

April 5.. 9061 |R. H.POPO. .........ccvvnen. Cookshire, Que. ...... 29 1,561 312 20
cf) 6.. 9062 |J. H. Wilkinson............. Verschoyle, Ont ...... 7 392 78 40
do 6.. 9063 'S. A, Freeman .... .......... Culloden, Ont ........ 8 448 89 60
do 6.. 9064 |Jas. McMahon... ......... Goldfield, Ont........ 10 560 112 00
do 6.. 9065 [W. S. Campbell.............. Brantford Ont....... 6 336 67 20
do 6.. 9066 {Hugh McKee................ Norwich, Ont......... 52 2,251 450 20
do .. 9067 {J. L. Cayouette.............. Brompton Falls, Que. 10 507 101 40
do 6.. 9068 |J. A. Ruddlck ............... Kingston, Ont........ 18 1,008 201 60

GQovernment Dairy
Station.

April 6.. 9069 Hodgson Bros. .............. Montreal, Que........ 27 1,447 289 40
do 6..1z 9069 do ...l Freight...............[..... |....oo ... 5 80
do 23.. 9218 |W. 8. Ca.mpbell ............ Brantford, Ont. 6 336 67 20
do 23.. 9219 {I. Humphmes................ Watkworth Ont...... 12 654 130 80
do 238.. 9220 |S. A. Freeman .... .......... Culloden, Ont....... 16 896 179 20
do 23.. 9221 (Edwin Culver................ Mapleton, Ont........ 7 385 77 00
do 28.. 9222 (M. Gleeson.................. Greenwood, Ont ... ... 13 728 145 60
do 23.. 9223 |[W.J. Burns..... . ......... Seely’s Bay, Ont..... 30 1,680 336 00
do 23.. 9224 1J. L. Cayouette.............. Brompton Falls, Que. . 8 408 81 60
do 23.. 9225 |Edward Scott................ Heckston, Ont..... .. 31 930 186 00,

794 39,791 7,964 00

Mr. O’'BRIEN.
]
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In addition to the above, butter was shipped
from four Government experimental dairy
stations in Ontario and Quebec, and from
two Government dairy stations in Priace
Edward Island. . o

SUPPLIES FOR THE CITADEL AT
QUEBEC.

Mr. EDGAR ¢sked, In whose name has the
contract for the supply of groceries to the
Citadel at Quebec been standing in each of
the months of the year 1894 ? To whom have
cheques been jissued in payment for such
supplies delivered during the year 1894 ;

giving dates and amounts' and name or
names of endorsers in each case ? In whose
name has the contract for the supply of
groceries for the Citadel at Quebec been’
standing for the expired portion of the year
1895 ? To whom have cheques been issued
in payment for such supplies ; the dates and
amounts and name or names of endorsers
in each case ?

Mr. FOSTER. The contract for the sup-
plies of groceries to the Citadel at Quebec
in 1894 was awarded to J. B. Provost, and
in 1895, to Louis Cantin. Cheques were
issued and endorsed as follows, for the
following amounts :— .

Endorsed by

— —
Year. Paid. Amount. Order of
1894. 1894. $ cts.
January ....120 Feb...... 503 91 |J. B. Provost...
February ...|15 March... 459 08 do
March......[20 April....| 40319 | do
A,

April ...... 19 May..... 439 62 do

' v )
May .{18 June.... 439 40 do
June........ 20 July. 408 27 do
July........ 23 Aug..... 495 33 do
Avugust..... 19 Sept 461 45 do
September. . (24 Oct...... 485 43 © do -
October 23 Nov..... 521 13 do
November . .{20 Dec...... 533 39 do

1895.

December ..[19 Jan...... 542 80 do

1895. :
January....[14 Feb...... 570 85 |Louis Cantin..
February...|13 March .. 533 17 do

..|J. B. Provost, Arthur J. Turcotte &

..{P. proJ.

..{J._B.

..|Louis Cantin,

P. pro J. B. Provost, O. E. Larose, Arthur J.
rcotte & Co., for the credit of Merchants
Bank, Quebec. J. C. More, manager

..{P. pro J. B. Provost,,O. E. Larose,.Arthur J.

Turcotte & Co., for the credit of the Merchants
Bank, of Quebec. J. C. More, m er.

0., for the
credit of the Merchants Bank of Canada, Quebec.
J. C. More, manager.

...|P. pro J. B. Provost, O. E. Larose, Arthur J.

urcotte & Co., for the credit of the Merchants
Bank of Canada. J. C. More, manager. :

..|J. B. Provost, for the credit of the Merchants

Bank of Canada, Quebec. J. C. More, mana-

T,
.. P.g;ro J. B. Provost, O. E. Larose, for the credit

of the Merchants Bank of Canmia., Quebec. J.
C. More, ‘manager.

B. Provost, O. E. Larose, for the credit
of the Merchants Bank of Canada, Quebec. J.
C. More, manager.

..i{J. B. Provost, for the credit of the Merchants

* Bank of Canada, Quebec. J. C. More, mana-

ger.
..{J. B. Provost, for the credit of the Merchants

sBank of Canada, Quebec. J. C. More, mana-

ger.
..|J. B. Provost, for collector and credit of La

Banque du i’euple, Quebec, No. 8. A. G.
Dumoulin, manager.

Provost, for the credit of Merchants
Bank of Canada, Quebec. J. C. More, mana-

ger.
..|J.”B. Provost, for the credit of the Merchants

Bank of Canada, Quebec. J. C. More, mana-

ger.
..|Louis Cantin, for collection and credit of La

Banque du Peuple, St. Roch de Québec. N.
Lavoie, manager.

or collection and credit of La
Banque du Peuple, St. Roch de Québec. N.
Lavoie, manager. = :

. . . B '
ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE LIQUOR

. TRAFFIC.

Mr. EDGAR asked, What is the amount
of the whole expenses in connection with

the Royal
Traffic ?

Mr. FOSTER. The whole amount pald
on account of expenses in connection with
the Royal Commission on the Liquor Traffic,

Commission on the: Liquor
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so far as advices have been received by
the Finsnce Department. is $9306 G There
is a further expenditure.

AMr. CHARLTON. Dees that include any-
thing for printing ?

Mr. FOSTER. It is the whole expenditure
so far.

Mr. EDGAR.

Mr. FORTER.

Then that is not the whele ?
It is oot the whele.

Mr. FORBES «for Mr. Flint) asKed.
Whether the Roval Commission on the .
Liquor Tratlie has yet reported s comelm-
sions to the Govermment * If so. on what
date does the Government expect o lay sach
report before BParlizment :

Mre FOSTER. 1 believe this gquestion was
asked the other day by another hon. gentlie-
man, and was answered. The same answer
appltes to this guestionr.

SUIT AGAINST LARKIN., COXNNOLLY
& COL
Mr. LAVRIER asked., 1. Whether the

Government bhas settled or compromised the
suit instituted by the Minister of Justice
against the late firme of Larkin, Connolly &
Co.. and if so. o  wWht terms apd Con-
ditions * 2. Have the defemdanis in said
suit complied with the conditions of said .
settlement and paid to the Government the
amount so agreed upon ¥ If so. was the
payvment msde in cash or otherwise %

Mr. CURRAN. 1. The action Was <ompro-
mised, pending the trizk. by the autherity
of the Government. upon the advice of
counsel for the Crown. By the terms of the
dgreement, judgment by consent was enter- |
ed for the Crown for 3100000, and for the'
defendants upon the counter-ciaims for.
$40.000 ; the Ixtter amount being a set-off, |
Ieft a balamee of o0 in favour of the
Crown for which by the terms of the settle-
ment the defendants are held liable as
follows (—Patrick Larkin for 100080, pay-
able on the Ist December, 1594, with interest
until payment at the rite of 4 per ¢ent ; N
K. & M. Connolly for $35.000. payable ome- |
half at six months from the date of jude-
ment axd the balanece within twelve months,
the whele with interest at ¥ per cent. ;
balance of $I5.000 stands against Reobert:
AMcGreevy. As Robert MeGreery was 2
Crown witness, the remedy against him was
not availed of. The judgment was so ob-
tained om the 1ith day of September, 1894.
2. The defendants have not paid any por-.

tion of the judgment. but the solicitor for | expended railway subsidies voted by Parlia-

cess for the ceollection of the amount due, ;ment to date. is S840, 27151

also for the remainder if not paid when due.

the Crown bas been instructed 1o issue pro-

Xr. LAUGRIER. Wkat was the date of the
order for process ?

Mr. CURRAXN. [ have not got that bere, |

but it is within a8 sheort time.
Mr. FosTer.

[COMMOXS]

. banks,
. Government ; in London, $O64.1T2.69.
The |

TRENT VALLEY CANAL.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGEET asked,
Have any contracts been entered into on
zecount of the Tremt Valley Capal? It
sp. for whom and for what amouwmrts ?

Mr. HAGGART. A contraet has beem
entered into for & six and g half mile see-
tion. extemding from Balsam Lake towands
Lake Simeoe. with Andrew Onderdomnk. TFhe
schiedule price of the comtract will be. ap-
preximately, $E20 000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is that
the only ome ¥

Mr. HAGGART. That is the only ome.
CONTRACTES FOR PUBLIC WORKS

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked.
Have any other comtracts for public works
been entered imto * I so, with whom amd
for what amount *

Mr. HAGGART. Is it in reference to the
Railway Department, or the Public Weorks
Department

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I had

reference 1o the Railway Departmrent meoere
particalariy, but I mean it to cover both.

AMr. HAGGART. There is an immense
number of coniracts en the Imtercolomial
Railway, and on the St Lawrence and
Lachine Canuals. Wil yor specify more par-
ticularly *

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. So far as
the heon. gentleman was concerned. I re-
ferred more particwlariy to canals.

Mr. HAGGART. I will bave the informa-
tion tO-MoOrrow.

PDOMINION GOVERNMENT CREDIT.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked
What is the amount now at the credit of
the Dominion Govermment im Cansdian
banks * How muchh in London or else-
where not in Canads ?

Mr. FOSTER. There is now in Canadian
592952624 at the credit of the

RAILWAY SUBSIDIES.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked.
What is the total amount of unexpended rail-

-way sebsidies voted by Pariiament to date ?

Ar. HAGGART. The toial amount of un-

B. €C. PENITENTIARY-JAMES FITZ-
SIMMONS.

AMr. EDGAR asked, . Was James Fitz-
simmmons dismissed or suspended from the

| office of Deputy Warden of the penitentiary
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at New Westminster, B.C., by the late
Sir John Thompson ? 2. If so, was such
action based on any, and what, inquiry or
report 7 3. When will the report and other
papers connected with the case be lald be-
fore the House ? 4. Has James Fitzsim-
mons been reinstated in his former office,
or appointed to any other office, and when ?

Mr. CURRAN. 1. James Fitzsimmons
was not dismissed or suspended from the
office of Deputy Warden of the British Col-
umbia penitentiary by the late Sir John
Thompson. An investigation into the
affairs of the penitentiary was authorized
by a minute of His Hxcellency in Council
of the 22nd May, 1894, and a commission
was thereupon issued to the Hon. Mr. Jus-
tice Drake to inquire into the administra-
tion and affairs of the penitentiary, and by
direction of the late Minister of Justice,
Mr. Fitzsimmmons was relieved of his duties
as Deputy Warden, pending the inquiry.
He was afterwards, by minute of His Ex-
cellency in Council of the 24th October last,
retired from office without prejudice to con-
gideration for re-employment in the peni-
tentiary service. 2. Mr. Fitzsimmons was
80 retired upon consideration of the evi-
dence taken at the investigation, and the
report of the Hon. Mr. Justice Drake. 3.
‘When so ordered. 4. He was reinstated in
his former office by order of His Excellency
in Council of the 25th of March, 1895.

COLLECTORSHIP OF CUSTOMS,
MONTREAL. *

Mr. BORDEN (for Mr. Landerkin) asked,
Is the office of Collector of Customs at Mont-
real vacant? If so, when did it become
vacant ? Why is it kept vacant ? Have
any applications been made for it? If
80, who are the applicants ? What is the
salary ? Is it the intention soon to appoint
an oﬁi?cer ? If not, will the office be abol-
ished

Mr. WALLACE. The answer to the first
question is, yes; to the second, the office
became vacant on 15th “January, 1893 ;
to the third question, pending the selec-
tion of a suitable officer; to the fourth ques-
tion, yes; to the fifth question, it is not
usual to name the applicants ; to the sixth
question, the salary is $4,000 a year ; to the
seventh question, the answer is, yes.

WORLD’'S FAIR—MR. LARKE'S
SERVICES.

‘Mr. McMULLEN asked, Is Mr. Larke, one
. of the Commissioners to the World’'s BEx-
position, Chicago, still in the employ of the
Government ? When did his services
cease a8 Commissioner to the World’s Ex-
position in Chicago, and when did his pre-
sent engagement commence ? What is his
salary ? What amount bas been paid him
for travelling expenses since the date of his

present engagement ? What, if any, other
expenses in connecticn with his present
position have been paid him or his family,
or are to be allowed him ?

Mr. IVES. Mr. Larke is still in the em-
ploy of the Government. His services as
Commissioner to the World’s Exposition in
Chicago ceased on 21st August last. ITis
present engagement commenced on 25th
August last. His salary is $§3,000 per
annum, with travelling and removal ex-
penses. He has received an accountable
advance of £2Q0 sterling.

WHARF AT WEST POINT, P.E.L

Mr. PERRY asked, Have any petitions
been received by the Department of Public
‘Works during recess, or at any time, from
the inhabitants of West Point, Prince
County, P.E.L, asking to rebuild the wharf
or pier at that place ?

Mr. OUIMET. No such petitions have
been received by the department.

NORTHUMBERLAND STRAITS—
TUNNEL.

Mr. PERRY asked, Have any borings
been made during the season of 1894,
across the Straits of Northumberland, with
the view of further Yetting information
with respect to building a tunnel across the
straits from Cape Traverse, P.E.L, to Cape
Tormentine, N.B.? If so, how many bor-
ings have been so made ? What is the
amount already expended in borings and
other experiments across the Straits of
Northumberland in connection with the wro-
posed tunnel ? Is it the intention cf the
Government to expend any further suras in
that connection at an early date ?

Mr. FOSTER. An effort was wade in
the season of 1894 to put down a series of
borings, but, owing to the season being un-
usually boisterous, the contractors did not
even succeed in putting down one hole.
Therefore, no payment was made to them.
The amount expended by the Government
was $8,557.56. The contractors declined to
proceed with the work, they having spent
nearly $4,000 in the effort during the sea- -
son of 1894, and negotiations are now in
progress for continuing the work of bor-
ing during the season of 1895.

LOBSTER PACKING--LICENSE FEES.

Mr. PERRY asked, Has the Department
of Marine and Fisheries extended the' time
for paying license fees by lobster packers ?
If so, to what time ? Has the order been
made public ? )

Mr. . COSTIGAN. The department hos not
extended the time for paying license fees
by lobster packers, consequently no svch
order has been made public. Packers may,
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however, proczed with their

Heenses,
CONDUCTORS ON CATTLE TRAINS.

Mr. MULOCIL aske:d. Whether the
ernment have discontinoued the practice of
appoiuting conductors as Government officers
Canasla

tle from the Unitedd States to

bond 7 1If so, when ?
Mr. MONTAGUE. The Minister
cultur::

of

|COMMON

$] 208

: | Imamcss if i from the city of London giving the census
they forward their application and fees for: lfor the various industrial

establishinents
rthere. That order was then passed by the
House. Last year I reminded the Govern-

-ment that the return had not been brougsht

. ;down and it was again promised.
X0V

|
i

It has
not come down yet. I would like to know
whether that order is to be broughi down

3 : this session immediately or not ?
10 take charge of catfle trains carrying cat- .

in .

.+ of the Minister of
Agri-
never appointed conductors as Gov-

ernment oflicers for the purpose of taking -

charge of cattle trains.

The appointment of -

conductors as cattle zuardians has not been !

found necessary. The last forms
appointing such were in May, 1890,

HUDSRON BAY RAILWAY.

Mr. LAURIER.  Before the Notices of
Motion are called. [ would ask the Minister
of Finance if he is now prepared to lay upon

issued

Mr. \IO\TA(:LL I have no knowleduse
of this matter, but I shall call the atteution
Agricuiture to i1
ROYAL COMMISSION ON

TRAFFIC.

Mr. FOSTER laid on the Table of the
House the reports of the Royal Connaission

THE LIQUOR

~on the Liquor Traffie, and the evidence tuken
» before the Commission.

' DRAINAGE ACROSS RAILWAY LINES.

the T'able of the House the Order in Council

with rezard to a subsidy to the Hudson

Bay Rlailway Compaay ?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I am not pre-
pared io lay on the Table the Order in Coun-
cil and papers with reference to the Hudson
Bay Railway. for which the hon. gentleman
- asked yesterday. The Order in Council has
connected with it several important papers.
and I wouid .nuch rather hing iy hon.
friend would pu: & notice of otion on the
Grder paper. I will have the papers pre-
pared, and by thie time he gets his motion
carried, they will be ready for the informa-
tion of the House. ‘ :

Mr. LAURIER. I suppose I canpot have
them otherwisa. ‘

Mr. FOSTER. They should all come dowe
together.

Mr. LXLRILR I understood from the

hon. gentleman yesterday that although he
would not bring down the papers to-dm to
lay on the Table, yet he would be ready to
give some information as to their contents.

Mr. FOSTER. The information that the
hon. gentleman seemed to be anxious for
was as to whether any contract had been
entered into with the Hudson Bayv Com-
‘pany, and as to whether any money had
passed. Neither is the case. ‘

Mr. LAURIER. I understand that it has
beep promised, though not paid yet ?

Mr. FOSTER. Full information will be
contained in the papers.

CENSUS OF THE CITY OF LONDON.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I beg to call the
attention of the Government to the fact that,
two sessions ago, I meved for the retums

Mr. CosTIGAN.

H

Mr. CASEY moved for: o

Statement showing petitions presented 10
Parliament, during last two sessions, from
‘Municipal Councils, asking for Ilegislation to

secure improved facilities for drainage across
lines of railway ; giving date of presentation,
by whom presented, and a copy of each form of
petition, with mnames of municipalities from -
which each petition was sent.

He said : Mr. Speaker, my object in askinz
for this information is to call the attention
of the House to the fact that a great deal
of difficulty has been experienced by pri-
vate individuals and municipalities in se-
curing outlets for drainage across the road-

: ways of the different railway companies It
1 used to be supposed that the right of drain-

age across the railway was govemed by the
provincial Acts concerning drainage, but
since this Parliament has assumed control
of all railways, the companies resist that
interpretation of the law and claim that they
are not bound by the same Acts which se-
cure rights of dramaoe across the property
of private 111(hv1duals or other corporario:s
throughout the country. Members will re-
collect that within the last session or two

| many petitions have been presented from

different municipalities asking for relief in
this respect, and to-day I have had to pre-
sent a petition from the county council of
Elgin asking that the provisions of the
Ditches and Watercourses Act of Omntario
should be enforced in regard to railway
companies. I intend to call the attention of
the House to a Bill on this subject later on,
and it is for use in connection with the dis-
cussion of that Bill that I ask for the infor-
mation required by this motion.

Motion agreed to.
“PDAIRY PRODUCTS ACT 1893 ”

Mr. McLENNAN moved that the House
resolve itself into Committee, to-morrow, to

consider the following resolution :—
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That it is expedient to introduce a Bill‘to‘i
amend the Dairy Products Act, 1893.

Motion agreed to. '
LAND GRANTS TO RELIGIOUS BODIES.

Mr. CHARLTON moved for :

Return showing grants made from public lands:
in Manitoba and the North-west Territories of |
Canada since 1st January, A.D. 1880, to reli-
gious denominations, religious sects, religious
corporations and churches ; with details as to
date of each grant, area of the same, and name
of denomipation, sect corporation or church to:
which each grant was made.

He said : This mozion was made at an early
period of last session, and the return was
promised by the Government. but was not
brought down. I do not know whether there
were any reasons actuating the Minister of |
‘the Interior in withholding this return or|
not, but [ hope ibat this session the informa-:
tion called for will be forthcuoming within a i
reasonable length of time. !

Mr. DALY. As the hon. gentleman.states. !
a simdiar notion was made last year. and:
the preparation of the return was com-;
menced, and will be finished in about ten|
days. If the hon. gentleman will allow this
motion to drop, the information will be laid |
on th2 Table of the House on the order of |
last session. If this motion is carried, it!
will necessitate a duplication.

Motion withdrawn.
SCHEDULING OF CANADIAN CATTLE.
Myr, INNES moved for:

Return of all correspondence, reports or other
natters on record between the Department of
Agriculture and our High Commissioner in
London with the British Board of Agriculture
or any other Imperial authority in reference
to the continued scheduling of Canadian cattle
in the ports of Great Britain, subsequent to
the return ordered by the House on the 6th
February, 1893, and not included in 