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FIFTH SESSION—TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, February 4, 1915.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Two-
thirty p.m.

Prayers.

The Senate was adjourned during pleasure.

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

His Royal Highness the Governor Gen-
eral being seated on the Throne.

The Honourable the Speaker commanded
the Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod to
proceed to the House of Commons and
acquaint the House that,—

It is His Royal Highness the Governor Gen-
eral’'s pleasure that they attend him imme-
diately in the Senate.

Who being come, with their Speaker,

His Royal Highness the Governor General
was then pleased to open the Session by a
gracious Speech to both Houses:—

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

During the months which have elapsed since
the outbreak of war, the people of Canada have
given most abundant and convincing evidence
of their firm loyalty to our Sovereign and of
their profound devotion to the institutions of
the British Empire.

Since I last addressed you, a Canadian Ex-
peditionary Force of more than thirty thousand
men has been safely despatched across the At-
lantic, and after arriving in the British Islands
has been engaged in completing the necessary
training before proceeding to the front. Not-
withstanding the unusually severe weather
conditions which have prevailed in the British
Islands, the training has proceeded satisfac-
torilv and it is anticipated that the force will
very. shortly take its place in the field of action.

S.—1

The earnest and resolute spirit of patriotism
which animates the whole Dominion has evoked
a magnificent response to the call for service
beyond the seas. Large additional forces have
been organized from which further contingents
are ready to be despatched as soon as the
necessary arrangements for receiving them and
completing their training can be consummated.

Notwithstanding the inevitable disturbance
of trade which was created by the outbreak of
war on so vast a scale, the financial and busi-
ness conditions of the Dominion have shown
great stability, and on the whole the country
has adapted itself to the new conditions in a
very effective way.

My advisers will submit for your consiaera-
tion measures rendered necessary by the parti-
cipation of this Dominion in the great task
which our Empire has undertaken in this war.

Gentlemen of the House of Commons.

The accounts for the last fiscal year will be
laid before you immediately and the estimates
for the net fiscal year will be submitted with-
out delay. You will be asked to make the
necessary financial provision for effective aid
in the conduct of the war.

Honourable Gentlemen of the SBenate:
Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

The strong unity of purpose which inspires
His Majesty’'s Dominions gives us the firm as-
surance that the cause for which this war has
been undertaken will be maintained to an hon-
ourable and successful issue. I commend to
your favourable consideration the measures
which will be submitted to you for aiding that
great purpose, and I pray that the Divine bless-
ing may be vouchsafed to your deliberations.

His Royal Highness the Governor General
being pleased to retire, the House of Com-
mons withdrew.

After some time the Senafe was resumed.

BILL INTRODUCED.
Bill ( ) An Act relating to Railways.

The Senate adjourned' till Tuesday next at
three p.m. :

REVISED EDITION
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THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, February 9, 1915.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE ADDRESS.
MOTION.
The Order of the Day being called.

Consideration of His Royal Highness the
Governor General’s speech on the opening of the
fifth session of the twelfth Parliament.

Hon. Mr. MURPHY—In rising to per-
form a time-honoured task I must thank
the hon. leader of this House on behalf
of myself and the province from which I
have come for the honour he has con-
ferred upon us by his designation on the
present occasion. That honour is all the
more accentuated by the fact that we are
passing through conditions which will
make indelible pages on the world’s
history, and will have a potent effect on
the future divisions and development of
the human race. The position in which
I find myself then, being at a period of
such historic importance, I naturally ap-
proach it with a certain amount of diffi-
dence that I know will be a passport 10
the indulgence of my honourable colleagues
during the short time I shall occupy their
attention. The speech of His Royal High-
ness our Governor General delivered to us
in common with our fellow legislators of
the House of Commons, must have a

solacing effect in its note of optimism. It
gives us the gratifying knowledge that
Canada is fulfilling its duty in the

troublous times through which we are
passing. The mention of our Governor
General reminds us of the fact that His
Royal Highness, with his dutiful consort,
came to us as connecting links in ow
chain of imperialism, as the visible token
to ‘the premier colony that Britain’s Em-
pire had entered a new era. Voicing the
sentiments of the Senate of Canada then,
I beg respectfully to bear testimony not
only to the manifest loyalty which goes
out to His Royal Highness as the repre-
sentative of our beloved King, but to
assure their Royal Highnesses the Duke
and Duchess of the heartfelt thanks of a
grateful people for the many evidences
given us of their love and devotion to
Canada. Especially does the thanks of
our young nation go out to them for their
decision to remain at our head under

present eonditions ‘or until the dove
of peace again alights on our fair
land. We are not unmindful of the fact
either that the Royal Princess has from
the beginning stimulated recruiting by
allowing a regiment to be named after her,
and with her own hands presented them
with their colours. The despatch of the
large expeditionary force - which has al-
ready gone forward, the largest to ever
cross the ocean, and the clockwork pre-
cision of its mobilization and embarkation
reflect the highest credit on our Militia
Department and Government, and are a
source of pardonable pride to all Can-
adians. The subsequent recruiting, and
the readiness of a &econd contingent to
embark after three months’ training, with
the third in preparation, is an object lesson
to the world of Canada’s national status.
The assurance that our soldiers in training
or at the front are giving a good account
of themselves, often under the trying cir-
cumstances of a most severe winter, and
the information we have of the splendid
work of the Princess Patricia’s Own, who
had their first baptism in the trenches of
France, make every breast swell with
patriotic pride. The fervour which per-
meates every corner of this great Dominion,
and the intense feeling which it imparts,
has been shown in the rush to the recruiting
centres, and must be a source of satisfaction
to everybody. While comparisons are per-
haps invidious, and at the present time may
be uncalled for, I cannot refrain from point-
ing out on this occasion that the heroic
little province I have the honour to repre-
sent has, in proportion to its population,
the largest number of Canadian citizens on
the enlistment rolls. There is a sense of
satisfaction, too, that this same spirit and
courage pervade every class and creed, and
are impelling our people to further and
further sacrifices until the desired goal is
reached, the emancipation of our civiliza-
tion secured, and our empire emerges
triumphant with the flag that has braved
a thousand years flying as of yore. We are
reminded, too, that not only sacrifices of
brain, and blood and brawn are essential
in a crisis of this kind, but what is known
as the sinews of war—the money to pro-
secute and properly equip and maintain our
army in the field, with all that this entails,
is also a prime requisite. In this connec-
tion, notwithstanding the dislocation in-
cidental to war, we are glad to know
that Canada’s trade is still buoyant ‘and
her financial institutions are on a stable
basis, perhaps unparalleled by any other
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country outside the motherland. We might
here observe, too, that on the strength of
Britain’s standing, which, after all, is the
best index to her ability for prosecuting
war, she is practically the banker of the
neutral world, as she has been in modern
times the clearing house of the financial
world. That our security under the present
circumstances is - altogether due to the
supremacy of Britain’s navy, no one will
deny. If our trade is not demoralized and
our trade routes untenable, entailing finan-
cial panic and its consequent disaster to our
populace, we have the fostering care of
Britain to thank. It is not only Canada
that should be grateful under those .condi-
tions, but the neutral countries of the world
owe a debt of gratitude to the statesmen
who anticipated the day when a military
mad despot and his entourage would at-
tempt to overrun the world. We can take
consolation, too, from the fact that Canada
in recent years has earned the sobriquet df

‘ Granary of the Empire,” and in this
way is an -added strength to the
mother country in her hour of

trial. - That Britain can depend upon the
ploughs on Canada’s farms, gives to her that
air of stability so necessary under the.cir-
cumstances.

We hardly needed the gracious speech
before us to bring home to us the necessities
of the occasion, and the desire of all
humane people that this disastrous war,
with its awful human carnage, should have
every effort made to stop its devastating
effects. :

When last we met within these walls we
were just on its threshold, and in our
wildest flights of imagination we could not
then picture the sudden devolution of our
twentieth century culture (save the mark!);
we could not dream of the unbridled license
which has characterized our-enemies in their
march through Belgium, with its mutilation
of children, its outraging of women, its
looting of Louvain and its sister cities, the
ruthless destruction of ancient cathedrals
and the priceless treasures of art, science
and literature, which had passed unscathed
through the wars of centuries, prosecuted
by countries which, in our self sufficiency,
we would then have been pleased to sneer
at as barbarous when compared with these
modern Huns. Justice and right are
natural conditions precedent to embarking
in such a terrible nation4l conflict as we
have undertaken at the present time. When
in August last we convened in an extraor-
dinary session, the official documents of
His Majesty’s Government were laid before

S.—13

us, and they left no doubt in our minds as
to the strenuous efforts made by Sir Edward
Grey and the British Government in the use
of every art known to diplomacy to avert
war. These official papers of our Empire
have since been reinforced by the official
documents of Russia and France, nay,
more, they are negatively supported by the
suppressed or non-published official com-
munications with passed between Berlin
and Vienna during these trying times.
There is, therefore, no doubt as to the
righteousness of our cause left in the minds
of the unprejudiced, and peace-loving
people though we are, our sons, our
mothers and our daughters are prepared
for a supreme sacrifice. We thank God
as we gaze in retrospect over the past
six months, that Canada has been a unit
in response to duty’s call, and we are
pouring out our blood and treasure to
an unprecedented degree that civilization
in its proper sense may not perish from the
earth, and that the mnefarious dictum—
‘Might is Right’ shall not prevail
QOur -sons march to the strains of
‘Tipperary ° side by side with tne
sons of the composite and solidified
British Empire, from every corner of the
habitable globe to help eradicate the false
morality and ethics of a Nietzsche or Bern-
hardi. They charge. the trenches and man
the firing line too, to assure the world of
the future that such monstrous doctrines
be still-born. In this noble work it is
gratifying to have the active co-operation
of a nation- which is the parent land
of -many of our best, citizens,
whose ancestors first trod the banks
of the St. Lawrence; men like Lallemant
and Breboeuf who gave their noble lives
that savagery might not longer hold sway
in the countries drained by its mighty
waters. Every catastrophe, however, has
its compensations, and as a result of this
awful conflict we have the fruitful lesson
of the intensity of feeling for the mother-
land, which' makes her sons rush to the
colours from every corner of the Empire on
which the sun never sets. A splendid ob-
ject lesson in this respect is the action of
the Premier of South Africa in the present
crisis, and demonstrates the colonizing
power of Britain, which in a few short
years makes the strongest friends out of
the bitterest enemies. We note, too, a paci-
fied Ireland, the home of my forefathers,
after a struggle of seven centuries and we
can even riow gaze in prospectu on the re-
stored Parliament Halls on College Green,
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and we can see Orangemen and Roman
Catholics fighting shoulder to shoulder in
frost-bound Flanders to-day. Suffering Pol-
and, too, is coming into its own, and
we look for the effacement from Europe
of the unspeakable Turk, and the relief of
the persecuted Christians of Central and
Southern Europe through the good offices

~ .of our mighty Russian ally. We have en-

tered into this war, sorely against our will,
40 maintain the honour of Britain and to
protect the weak against the strong; to
prove to the world and future generations
that the scrap of paper with Britain’s name
and the seal of Britain’s Empire is always
at par, and to demonstrate to the German
autocrat and the Germany military cult
the falsity of their assumption that God
is always on the side of the heaviest bat-
tallions, when authenticated tablets stand
at the lodge gates of every epoch of the
world’s history, both sacred and profane,
1o prove the contrary.

We join in the spirit as well as the letter
of the speech from the Throne in our feel-
ing and determination to make every sacri-
fice until this modern Attila is disposed of,
and we can stand out as a regenerated
world freed from his influence and see his
military despotism made powerless for evil.
Our last man will go on the firing line and

on the ships and our last dollar in the

melting’ pot in the interest of true civiliza-
tion and to avenge poor, bleeding, suffer-
ing Belgium and rehabilitate her as far as
lies in our power. We regard ourselves
and the opportunity for the performance of
this duty as insiruments in the hands of
~the Creator, for after all ‘“ Vengeance is
mine, saith the Lord.”

I thank you my honourable colleagues for
the kind attention you have given me and I
beg to move, seconded by the hon. member
from Antigonish (Hon. Mr. Girroir):

That the following Address be presented to His
Royal Highness the Governor General, to onuer
the humble thanks of this house to His Royal
Highness for the gracious speech which he has
been pleased to make to both Houses of parlia-
ment ; namely :—

To Field Marshal, His Royal Highness Prince
Arthur William Patrick Albert, Duke of Con-
naught and of Strathearn, Earl of Sussex in
the Peerage of the United Kingdom, Prince
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain ana
Ireland, Duke of Saxony; Prince of Saxe-
Coburg and Gotha ; Knight of the Most Noble
Order of the Carter; Knight of the Most
Ancient and Noble Order of the Thistle;
night of the Most Illustrious Order of St.
Patrick ; one of His Majesty’s Most Honourable
Privy Council; Great Master of the Most
Honourable Order of the Bath; Knight Grand

Hon. Mr. MURPHY.

Commander of the Most Exalted Order of the
Star of India; Knight Grand Cross of the
Most Distinguished Order of Saint Michael and
Saint George; Knight Grand Commander of
the Most Eminent Order of the Indian Empire;
Knight Grand Cross of the Royal Victorian
Order; His Majesty’s Pesonal Aide-de-Camp ;
Governor General and Commander-in-Chief of
the Dominion of Canada.
May it please Your Royal Highness:

We, His Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal
subjects, the Senate of Canada, in Parliament
assembled, beg leave to offer our humble thanks
to your Royal Highness for the gracious speech
Your Royal Highness has addressed to both
Houses of Parliament.

Hon. Mr. GIRROIR (in French)—Je
dois d’abord complimenter le proposeur de
cette adresse, I’honorable sénateur de
Tignish sur le discours habile et éloquent
qu’il vient de prononcer. C’est un fait
remarquable que de voir deux anciens
ennemis, alliés aujourd’hui et luttant la
main dans la main pour une cause qui
intéresse la liberté des nations et le
triomphe de la justice dans le monde entier.
Jamais encore, dans tous les grands con-
flits que le monde a vus on s’est trouvé en
présence d’intéréts si gros de conséquences;
jamais encore ne fut si grand le sentiment
d’une victoire certaine. Dans leurs gloires
particuliéres, I'Angleterre et la France ont
fait plus pour la civilisation que tout le
reste de l’'univers, et pouvons-nous nous
étonner quand des traités solennels sont
déchirés, des lieux sacrés violés et quand
I’envahisseur barbare efface d'un seul coup
les merveilles de l’industrie et les ré-
sultats de sidcles de ‘travail, pouvons-nous
nous étonner, dis-je, d’entendre I’appel aux
armes retentir dans tous les pays ou se
déploient les plis de ’Union Jack ou le
tricolore de la France. Pour ceux d’entre’
nous qui ont dans les veines un peu du sang
de la vieille France il est doux de savoir
que nous pouvons nous réjouir des victoires
de nos ancétres sans diminuer un seul
instant notre loyauté et notre attachement
a la Grande-Bretagne et a I’empire britanni-
que auquel nous appartenons et dont nous
sommes si justement fiers. Le Canadien
francais a versé son sang sur maints
champs de bataille pour la cause de
I'empire, et personne ne saurait douter
qu’il se battra aussi bien sur les champs de
bataille de I’Europe qu’il I’a fait & Chéiteau-
guay ou sur le veldt du Sud-Africain. Nous
espérons, que dis-je, nous croyons ferme-
ment que, parmi les braves jeunes Cana-
diens francais qui se pressent sous la
banniére de leur pays, il surgira un autre
de Salaberry, et que, sous sa direction, ils
repousseront vigoureusement les ennemis
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du plus grand empire que le monde ait
jamais vu.

Some hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. GIRROIR (in English)—I
must first.congratulate the mover of this
address, the hon. member for Tignish,
upon the able and eloquent speech which
he has just delivered. It is a remarkable
fact that two ancient enemies are to-day
engaged as allies fighting shoulder to
shoulder in a cause which involves the
liberty of the nations and the triumph of
justice throughout the entire world. Never
before in -any conflict that the world has
seén were the issues so great. Never before
was there a greater certainty of victory.
England and France have in their day done
more for civilization than all the world
besides, and need we wonder when solemn
covenants are broken, hallowed places
desecrated, and the ruthless invader would
efface at one fell stroke in the fields of
industry and learning, the results of cen-
turies of toil and care, that the call to arms
resounds in every spot where waves the
Union Jack of England and the tricolour of
France. To those of us in whose veins flow
the blood of old France it is comforting to
know that we can glory in the victories of
the land of our ancestors without for one
moment lessening our loyalty to the great
British Empire to which we belong and of
which we are all so proud. The French/
Canadian shed his blood for this empire on
many a well-fought field, and none need
doubt but that he will fight as bravely for
her on the battlefields of Europe as he did
at Chateauguay and on the veldt of South
Africa. We hope, yes, we believe, that
among the brave French Canadian youths
who flock beneath the banner of their
country another De Salaberry will arise,
under whose leadership they will hurl back
the enemies of the greatest empire t’\e
world has ever seen.

We have been wont to speak with pride
of this great empire of the wonderful ex-
tent of her territory on which the sun never
sets, and of the mighty deeds of her soldiers
and sailors who have won and colonized
and civilized the world over, of her splendid
institutions, her parliament, the oldest of
parliaments, of her courts, her great insti-
tutions of learning and her great financial
institutions. The world has seen great
empires rise and fall but none so great as
she. The student of history almost stood
aghast at her gates that she yet lived on.
The summit they thought had long since
been reached, and she could not go forward
she must go back. Within the last few

| others throats,

years signs were not wanting to bear them
out in this. There was the rebellion in
South Africa, unrest in India; ah! India,
it was there they said it would begin.
Hindus, lawful subjects of the Empire were
clamouring for entrance into Canada and it
was denied them. Ireland in the very
heart of the Empire was armed to the teeth.
Orangemen and Nationalists were at each
defiance was hurled at
government and the decrees of the mother

‘of parliaments were flouted. Surely they

said the end has come. She had no great
central government control of all these
lands which fly her flag. Each has its own
distinct system of government, each an
empire within itself has its parliament, its
courts and its armies, all that is necessary
for nationhood. They have grown strong
and virile, they will break away and set up
for themselves. And scarcely had they
thought thus when Germany and Austria
challenged her right as the world power
to insist on the observance of solemn
treaties to demand that the law of right
rather than that of might should govern
the nations. And in an instant she arises
greater by far and nobler than ever before.
Nationalists and Orangemen, Hindu and
South African, Canadian, New Zealander
and Australian and from the four corners
of the earth they hear her call and arise
as one man to conquer or to die.

The Australian and New Zealander are
fighting her battles in the shadow of the
pyramids, the Hindu shouts her battle-cry
on the hills of sunny France, and the Ger-
man line bends under the charge of the

"Patricias.

In Nova Scotia in the counties of Pictou,
Antigonish, Inverness, Cape Breton and
Victoria we can raise ten thousand brave
Scotch Higlanders, as brave as Wallace
and  Bruce. In  Antigonish, Guys-
borough, Richmond, Inverness, Digby,
and Yarmouth, there are 40,000 French
Acadians as loyal and true to the Empire
as one born in London could be. They
cherish their language and their customs,
as people of spirit should, and would as
willingly lay down their lives for the
Empire on the Nile as on the shores of
Halifax.

It is a fact worth mentioning that the first
death among the Canadian soldiers who
volunteered for the front was that of a
French Acadian named Gallant. He died at
Valcartiers not as he would have wished on
the battlefield, but just as truly for the
Empire. We know he has not died in vain.
England has won the love and affection and
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loyalty of the French Arcadian as she
won the loyal support of the princes
of India and the Boers of South
Africa. This is the great secret of the suc-
cess of English rule that it gives to each
and all the privilege and right to conserve
their language, their religion and their
customs. Britain stands for right and
. liberty and justice and freedom. For
-liberty and freedom to all and justice to
the weak as well as to the strong. She has
of course made mistakes but in the end
right and justice have triumphed. You will
say that I am an Imperialist. If I am, it is
because my country is an Empire. The
war has been forced upon us. It is our war
because we are of the Empire and because
our privileges, our liberties, and our safety
depend upon the issue. Canada has given
of her treasure but she has given her
greatest gift in the flower of her manhood.
Thirty thcusand have gone, thirty thousand
more will go and there will be neither stop
nor halt nor looking back until victory
crowns our arms and a lasting peace is
assured. It has been said that whenever
great crises arise in the history of the
Empire she has never wanted great men to
preside over her councils or guide her host
to victory. The names of Asquith, of Grey,
of Kitchener and of French will for ever
illumine the pages of her history, while the
patriotism and loyalty of our people will
raise Canada to the highest place among the
nations. The soldiers of Canada and the
Empire will now as in the past uphold the
best traditions of the British army defend-
ing the weak against the strong, driving
back the foes of their country and planting
upon a thousand heights that old flag.which
has braved a thousand years the battle and
the breeze. And we must not forget while
we glory in the deeds of the soldiers and
sailors of this Empire that Frenchman, and
Belgian, and Russian, and Serb, and Japan-
ese have joined hands with us in this
‘struggle with a bravery and devotion that
is ‘the admirafion of the entire world.
I have much pleasure in seconding the
motion of the hon. senator for Tignish.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—Allow me to con-
gratulate the hon. senator from Tignish
{Hon. Mr. Murphy) on the interesting
speech which he has made, and further to
congratulate the little province from which
he comes on the record that they have estab-
lished in the enlisting of men to take their
part in the front for the defence of the
Empire. We only wish that his province
was larger than it is at the present time.

Hon. Mr. GIRROIR.

I also wish to congratulate the hon.
senator from Antigonish (Hon. Mr. Girroir)
on the eloquent address which he has made,
and to join with him in his admiration of
the soldiers and sailors who are to-day de-
fending the rights of this country on the
battlefields of Europe. My hon. friend from
Tignish referred to the happy event that at
the present time we have as Governor Gen-
eral of this country His Royal Highness the
Duke of Connaught, a man who has. had as
much, if not more, experience in military
matters than most men throughout the Brit-
ish Empire, and which is of very great bene-
fit to us to-day. We realize the addition to
Canada, and the distinction that we have
received from His Royal Highness being
here to-day as our Governor General, and
his having had extended the term of his
governorship here. We also recognize and
appreciate the great interest that has been
taken by Her Royal Highness in the troops,
and in the questions that affect the country
at the present time. We join in our admira-
tion of the work that they have done, and
the interest they have shown in the country.
Before taking up the question of the speech
from the Throne I would desire to say a few
words on the question of the representation
of the Government in this House. Dur-
ing the recess we have seen changes made
in the Cabinet; and although we do not
want to make any reflections on appoint-
ments to the Cabinet that have been made,
out of consideration for this House and
also for the esteem and respect that we
hold for our hon. friend, the leader of the
Government in this House, we should all
have been very much pleased if the Govern-
ment had seen their way to give him, as
we most sincerely think he deserves, recog-
nition by giving him a portfolio in the Gov-
ernment.

Some hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—This is now the fifth
session of this Parliament, and after the
long vears of service that my hon. friend
has given to his country and the discretion
and ability with which he has handled the
Government business in this House, I think
that he has not been fairly treated in the
way that he has been overlooked in the mat-
ter of this portfolio.

Some hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—I hope that this will
be remedied, and that we may be able to
congratulate him on his designation to a
portfolio in the mnear future. In
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August last we were unexpectedly
called together on account of the sud-
den declaration of war throughout the
Empire. At that time a great many thought
that this war would be over within a short
time, and that the session for which we were
then called together, and the measures that
we had then to sanction, in order to enable
the Government to carry on the affairs of
the country, would be an exceptional ses-
sion, and that when we met this time we
should be able to attend to the general busi-
ness of the country. But now nearly six
months have passed, and we are called again
together for the purpose of dealing entirely
with matters of war, and the administration
of the country, owing to that condition of
war. We recognize the great gravity of the
struggle in which, as part of the British Em-
pire, we are all engaged, and we realize, per-
haps to-day more than ever before, that this
is no ordinary fight, but a struggle in which
the very existence of the Empire and of our-
selves is concerned. It was almost impos-
sible for those who have not had any oppor-
tunity of studying the feelings and the
training that the people of Germany have
gone through for so many years—the teach-
ing of their public men, of their philoso-
phers and of their professors—to realize that
they have trained and led their people to
- think that they have a right to the position
of dominance in the world, and that that
is the object for which their whole training
is put forward, and for which to-day they
exist.
1t is difficult for those trained up with
the views that are put into the minds of
the British people, and of the people of
this country, to realize that any people
should to-day think that they have a right
to enforce their will, civilization, and
culture, on Europe and eventually on the
whole world. Such thought was almost
inconceivable before we saw what hap-
pened in August last. To-day we realize
that we are engaged in the struggle in
which we are fighting for the liberty and
the freedom of the smaller nations, and
for the democracy of the world; and we
have to bend all our energies and all our
power to bring about the result, that this
nation against which we are fighting shall
realize that they cannot force upon the
world the particular civilization that they
think is best, and their particular will, in
the way they had expected to do it. It
came as a great surprise to them that the
British Empilre (could !stand together in
the way it has done. In their training and

in their examination of the conditions
under which the British Empire exists
they had come to the conclusion that the
Empire was failing, that it was falling to
pieces, and ¢that it would quickly go to
pieces whenever an attack was made upon
it. But much to the surprise, and I may
say to the disappointment of the Kaiser,
he found that instead of the British Em-
pire going to pieces, it came together in
a way that astonished not only himself, but
other people throughout the world. To-
day we see a united front presented to the
forces of Germany. We are also to take
into consideration the wonderful unanimity
that exists among the allies, in carrying
on this fight. In spite of the endeavours
that have been made to bring about dis-
agreements between the nations that are
allied together for the purpose of this war,
they have stood together and fought to-
gether in a way that has caused the ad-
miration of the whole world. Such being
the example that is set before us, it be-
hoves the )eople of the different parts of
the Dominion to show the same unanimity,
and to endeavour in every way to show
that we are all agreed on the line of action
that is being taken, and that we are work-
ing together for this one particular end
and object. As we said in the session of
August last, we are all working to help,
as far as we possibly can, the Government
in the work of the administration of the
country. We do‘not propose in any way
to hamper the working of the Government
in carrying on the heavy administration
that necessarily falls upon them at the
present time. The Government must
accept the full responsibility for all the
adminisitration, and wealize that we will
have a right to criticise when a more
favourable and better opportunity occurs;
that although we may not entirely agree
with what they do at the present time, it
is in the interest of the country that we
should withhold most of the criticism that
we- have to offer. In the future when the
terrific struggle in which we are now taking
part has been brought to a final conclu-
sion we may have an opportunity of
examining the record of the Govern-
ment, and showing the country wherein
we t¢hink  they were  'wrong in
what they have done. At the present time
we propose only to offer such criticism as
is reasonable, and should be of assistance
to the Government, and let them know that
we are as desirous of helping them, and
the country, as they are themselves. The

work that has been done by the Govern-
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ment in despatching the first contingent of
men over to England has been a good work,
and one that has been appreciated throagh-
out the country, but in connection with
that I would like to draw the attention of
my hon. friend the leader of this House
to the question of recruiting throughout the
western country. There was in the West a
great deal of dissatisfaction expressed in
the way the first part of this recruiting was
conducted, and a great many men who had
come from long distances were very much
disappointed to find that after they had
been enrolled they were again disbanded.
They had come long distances in order to
give their services to the country, and they
were unable to return to the work that they
had left, and were placed in a position of
being thrown on the country without any
prospects of obtaining work, and without
any knowledge of where to go and look for
it. Then also there was a large number of
men who came a long distance, gave up
their homesteads, left them for the purpose
of enlisting, and when they got to the
point where they thought it was possible
for them to have an opportunity of enlist-
ing, they found that they could get no
information, and were left without know-
ing what they could do. This condition of
things was shown up by some letters that
appeared in the Spectator of London, Eng-
land. The first letter appeared on the 26th
December, 1914, and reads as follows:—

The Lack of Recruiting Facilities in Canada.
To the Editor of the Spectator.

Sir,—Your editorials, your leading articles,
the correspondence you publish, reiterate
weekly the need for men and more men. Here
in western Canada, and I believe it is the same
in eastern Canada, men single and unemployed,
the vast majority between the ages of eighteen
and thirty-eight, the vast majority born in the
British Isles, are flocking into the cities and
are willing and anxious to fight for Canada and
the mother country. What do they find? Kor
every man required for the Canadian forces
there are five or more offering themseclves. The
cities they have come to have no work for them,
the country districts and railroad camps they
have come from require them no longer; they
are forced to beg, borrow, or steal a livelihood.

The press and public men in public speeches
on both sides of politics have sought in vain an
explanation for the anomaly from the Govern-
ment on this side of the Atlantic. Is there no
chance of an explanation coming from your
side? If the British Government chartered a
steamer to sail from Halifax on Christmas Day,
no better Christmas gift could be given to
hundreds of young men in Canada than the op-
portunity to fight for their King. If Canada
cannot mobilize these men here, if Canada can-

Hon, Mr. BOSTOCK.

not give them employment, let her at least see
that they are given the opportunity to fight.

I am, sir, etc,

J. Howard T. Talk.
126 Ethelbert street,
‘Winnipeg, Man., Canada.

Then there is a note to that letter,
appended by the editor of the Spectator of
London, England:

(If the facts are as stated by our correspon-
dent, a great opportunity would seem to have
been missed. Every citizen of the British Em-
pire who wishes to join the Imperial forces
ought to be given facilities for doing so0, pro-
vided he is eligible. It should in war time be
his inalienable right—Ed. Spectator.)

Further a letter appeared on the 2nd Janu-
ary from a gentleman signing himself ¢ A
continental chaplain,” which reads as fol-
lows :—

The Lack of Recruiting Facilities in Canada.
[To the Editor of the‘ Spectator.]

Sir,—I read with great satisfaction the'letter
of your correspondent from Winnipeg, with your
appended note in approval. There must surely
be some defect in the organization for recruit-
ing in western Canada and British Columnia vy
which we are losing large numbers of men who
would furnish the best material for the addi-
tion so much needed to our present forces. The
facts concerning lack of employment.cited by
your correspondent are nowhere more appalling
than in Vancouver, where, as a private letter
(from my son-in-law) informs me, there are at
present some fifteen thousand men in enforced
idleness. I feel confident that if sufficient facili-
ties were offered, the urgency of the need pro-
perly put before them, and recruiting seriously
pressed, a very large proportion of these would
gladly offer themselves to serve. If, as it would
appear, the fault of slackness rests with the
Canadian Government; cannot the initlative
come from the Home Government? It is not to
be thought that considerations of expense of
transcontinental transport can possibly stand
in the way, in view of our national need,—I am,
sir, etc.,

A Continental Chaplain.

Then on the 9th January, a week later, a
third letter appeared as follows:—

The Lack of Recruiting Facilities in Canada.
[To the Editor of the Spectator.]

Sir,—Since reading Mr. J. H. T. Falk’s letter
and the editorial note in your issue of Decem-
ber 26, 1914, I have received a letter from my
brother, who is in Saskatchewan. Before going
to Canada he was in a yeomanry regiment, and
is a good shot, yet he finds it impossible to get
into any Canadian force for active service. He
has been trying since the war started, but has
only succeeded in getting into a local corps
whose chances of going to the front are ex-
ceedingly remote. This is what he says in the
letter I received on December 27:

After the quotation the writer continues:
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Perhaps you will think this a matter worth
pursuing, especially as I understand that the
physique of the great majority of would-be re-
cruits is finer than that of the contingents
already sent, the latter being largely young men
from the towns, who are neither so robust nor
so capable of turning their hands to anything
as the westérn settlers.—I am sir, etc,

H J P

If this matter has not already been
drawn to the attention of the Government,
it is one’s duty to bring it to their attention
now, because from all the information we
have, from the speeches of public men
in England, from the reports of Sir John
French, and from private letters from the
men serving in the trenches, the great need
at the present moment seems to be men;
it is almost heart-rending to read some of
the letters that were published in the
beginning of the war from men who were
then fighting, who pointed out so strongly
that had they had more men at that time
they could have done so very much better.
The men who are ‘ready to come forward
should be in training and getting them-
selves ready to take their places in the fight-
ing line. In the near future it is going to be
a question of being able to put the greatest
possible number of men in the front, and
all those men who are ready and anxious
to do their part and go to the front should
have an opportunity of getting there either
through the Canadian Government, or by
being placed in a position to go over and
join the forces in England. I hope that the
Government will see their way to giving
attention to this matter, and dealing with
it as promptly as possible. Another mat-
ter which has been widely talked about in
the country and by the people is the ques-
tion of the supplies to the men, especially
in the matter of boots. It was very grati-
fying to find the Minister of Militia when
he was on his tour in the West the other
day, stating that he was going to make it
very warm for the man who supplied those
boots, as soon as ever he could find him.
We hope that the Government are going
to take every possible measure towards
bringing to justice these contractors, or
whoever it is that is responsible for having
issued to the men those undesirable boots,
which have caused trouble not only in Eng-
land, but also in the western country. The
Government, dealing with large sums of
money as they have to do at the present
time, and with large contracts, are sure to
come across men who are not as scrupulous
as they ought to be in carrying out their
contracts and in supplying the goods they
are called upon to supply; but the only

way that the Government can safeguard
itself in a matter of this kind is by letting
it be known that any man who does not
fulfil the specifications of his contract, who
does mot carry out that contract to its
strict letter, will be brought to time and
have to give an account 4o the country of
his delinquency; no man, whatever his
position, who is shown to be responsible
for sending out supplies that are not up
to the specifications, should be left off the
delinquent list. The Government have a
great responsibility on their shoulders in
this matter, and I am sure that they will
take it up and show to the country that
they realize the seriousness of the situa-
tion, and are prepared to do everything
that should be done to see that our men
are properly equipped, and that they should
not suffer in any shape or form from the
non-fulfilment of the contracts that are let
by the Government. There is not very
much to be discussed in the speech from
the Throne. The whole Address deals with
the question of war and there is only one
clause dealing with the trade of the coun-
try. We are very glad to know from that
statement that the trade of the country
has been able to stand the strain that has
been put upon it by the exceptional con-
ditions which arose in August last. We
hope to learn from the Government later
on, what they have been able to do to assist
the trade of the country in meeting those
conditions; what new departures they have
been able to make to help in meeting the
conditions that then arose. At this time 1
would like to draw the attention of the
Government to a notice that appeared im
a paper a short time ago that the Govern-
ment of Australia had not been able to
see their way to giving to Canada a prefer-
ence in the Australian markets. We had
all hoped that something of this kind could
have been obtained when the Government
of Australia was reconsidering the question
of tariff, and it is a great disappointment,
especially to the people of the West and
British Columbia, that they are not going
to be able to get any preference in the Aus-
tralian market for the goods that they send
down there. We hope that this is not a
final arrangement, but that the Government
will assure the country that they will
be able to make some negotiations with
the Australian Government whereby the
trade in Canada can be put in a more pre-
ferential position than that of our neighbours
to the south. Before I sit down I will try
to express the appreciation and the confid-
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ence that is felt at the present time in the
way that this struggle in which we are en-
gaged is being handled by the British Gov-
ernment. We all appreciate the enormous
difficulty of the fight, and realize the diffi-
culties of the situation that had to be met
by the British Government. We all appre-
ciate that the difficulties of the situ-
ation have been handled in a very able
and masterful way. We also desire to ex-
press our admiration for the courage of
the men who have so nobly laid down
their lives in the trenches in fighting
for the defence of the Empire, and also for
* the courage and endurance, the cheerfulness
and bravery, shown by the men who are in
training, and those also who are holding the
front in. the trenches to-day. The excep-
tional conditions under which this fighting
has had to be carried on is something that
no one could foresee, and the sufferings that
men have had to undergo when they
have had to be kept in the trenches, is
enough to call forth the admiration and
appreciation of everybody who gives one
moment’s thought to the position in which
those men have.been placed. We have also
great confidence in the men who are direct-
ing the. forces of Great Britain on land and
sea, and also the forces of the Allies in the
different parts of the world. We realize that
with those men directing this contest on the
side of the allies we shall eventually attain
the object that we are all so anxious to see
achieved—the gaining of the fight for liberty.

Some hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

Hou. Mr. LOUGHEED—We are indebted
to the mover and seconder of the Address
for the excellent speeches that have been
made upon the speech from the Throne and
the very exhaustive and eloquent manner
in which they have dealt with the subject.
They, with my hon. f{friend the leader
of the Opposition, have so well covered
the entire subject that there remains little
to say except to again travel over the ground
they have so well surveyed. So much has
been said and written upon the war since
the 1st August last, that there is no phase
or feature of it that has not been presented
to the public, thus making it difficult, if
not impossible, to say anything new or
interesting upon the subject.

When Parliament met in the month of
August last, war had been declared only a
few days previously. As Germany had been
twenty-five years preparing for this war,
and had its armaments ready and its plan
of campaign absolutely decided upon, she
therefore selected the time, the place, the

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK.

circumstances and conditions under which
to begin. In the month of August last
when war was declared, in a few days
thereafter Germany had over-run Belgium
and practically occupied the territory which
she is now seeking to hold to-day. The
allies having had only an inaccurate idea
of Germany’s designs were naturally found
unprepared and our last session of Parlia-
ment found them in a scarcely more ad-
vanced position than a process of mobiliza-
tion. We are in a position to-day to look
back upon six months of the campaign and
to examine the situation as to what has
been accomplished.

Germany began the war with a trained
army approximating five millions of men,
far exceeding anvthing in size and effi-
ciency that the world has ever seen. To
confront and battle with this almost in-
conceivably gigantic machine, representing
not only the greatest of numerical strength
but the highest genius which a nation for
twenty-five years could' concentrate upon
building and perfecting, required a task on
the part of the allies such as no nation or
group of nations had ever been called upon
to face in mpdern or ancient history. Par-
ticularly was this task rendered the more
gigantic by reason of the programme of
speed which had been adopted by the enemy
for the carrying out of its campaign. Paris
was to have béen reached and taken in
the first month of the war, the arruy on the
western frontier was to join that upon the
eastern and Russia was to be overwhelmed
in the second or third month of the war.
By some inconceivable flight of the enemy’s
imagination our Empire was to be Teduced
to a second-rate power, and the seas swept
of her navy and her shipping before the
snows of winter fell. This programme of the
enemy has fortunately, not only for the
allies, but for the whole civilized world,
failed of its consummation.

For the last forty years Germany has had
visions of world power, she has ever
dreamed of war; for a generation, she has
sowed the seeds of war and of hate in the
minds of her population from infancy up;
she has taught it in her schools, in her
universities, in every ramification of life;
she has fed her people upon the splendour,
the magnificence and the national advant-
ages of war. It has dominated her religion,
her scholarship, her literature, her so-called
culture and every phase of her national
life. The whole national purpose of her
people has been concentrated upon building
up a_war machine to overwhelm the other
great powers in a world-wide devastation
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of life and property. Its glories and its
triumphs so blinded their imperial vision
that naught else could be seen. War’s
appalling and inconceivable horrors were
not for Germany, but for the nations upon
whom she was to ruthlessly trample and
destroy with the instrument which she had
conceived and builded.

She wanted war and she now is experi-
encing war and in all its appalling
tragedies. The last six months have seen
the German armies driven back on both
fronts, the armies of Austria-Hungary de-
moralized, Turkey in the way of disappear-
ing from the map of Europe, the losses of
the enemy running into millions, almost
every family in Germany clothed in the
habiliments of sorrow, mourning for those
who have fallen on their own red battle-
fields, the grim spectre of want and of
hunger beginning to stalk through its cities,
its external commerce wiped out, its vast
shipping bottled up, its ships interned in
the world’s great shipping ports, its great
volume of  internal trade destroyed, its

financial structure demolished, its surviv-

ing navy skulking behind the fortificatioas
of the Kiel canal, the other of its ships
sunk off the coasts of Heligoland, off the
Falkland Islands and in the North Sea, its
foreign possessions captured by the allies
and its imperial unity and destiny which
demanded world power, threatened with
dismemberment.

The last six months has seen the triple
entente re<inforced by Japan and Servia
and Montenegro, while other powers await
the psychological moment to throw in their
lot with the allies. England, France and
Russia, none of them prepared for war six
months ago, have since then built up in-
vincible armies with armaments equal to,
if not superior, to that of Germany, armies
that will 4riumph over the enemy as
surely as the sun will rise on the morrow.
Never in the history of the British Empire
has she maintained the supremacy of the
seas as of to-day. Never have her arms
achieved such illustrious victories as in
the last six months on the battle-fields of
France. The whole Empire is not only
awakened to the common danger but has
responded with a unity of loyalty and de-
votion beyond utterance. The whole world
has been aroused to the German menace,
and the great national powers that have
not yet arisen are awaiting to join their
forces with the allies and crush for all
time the military autocracy that is now
devastating as a pestilence the fruitful

country and the historic cities of central
Europe.

. Probably the most striking feature of
the war has been the inconsistent, the
paradoxical character of the military
party in Germany. Though since the
Franco-Prussian war they have concen-
trated their greatest energies in preparing
for this war, although every feature of the
national life has been permeated and
steeped with this intention, and although
the German Emperor selected the occasion
and the conditions under which this
colossal war was to be waged, and the
nations against whom directed, yet with
a paradoxical inconsistency and deception
he throws the responsibility of this war
upon Great Britain. Notwithstanding that
he had declared war upon Russia and upon
France some days before Great Britain
made her declaration, yet his press and
his declarations teem with malicious fal-
sity as fo the causes and sources of the
war. Notwithstanding Germany’s courage
as a military power, yet greater moral
cowardice is not to be found in human
annals than the deception the German
Government is mow seeking to practise
upon the masses of her own people and
upon those in other nations credulous
erough to be deceived by the falsity of
their representations.

Although for a generation she has pre-
pared and preached an intended war, yet
she now whiningly claims to have been
a nation of peace, and to be credited with
striving to maintain the peace of Europe
for the last forty years. A short time ago
Professor Lasson, of the University of-
Berlin, wrote a letter that had wide cir-
culation, claiming that German charac-
teristics were love, charitableness, loyalty
and truth, while at the same time he was
author of a work glorifying the brutality
of war and ignoring in war every law
human and divine, a work now published
by the German Government and dis-
tributed for popular use. In this work he
out-ran Trietchke, Bernhardi and the other
of the most brutal writers of German war
literature. The German Emperor while
for years avowing himself the great pro-
tector of the peace of Europe, went on pre-
paring for this war. He it was who urged
his army when leaving for the China war
at the time of the Boxer troubles, that
they were to spread terror amongst their
enemies and to adopt the methods of the
Huns under Attila. He erects altars to
Almighty God upon the battle fields of
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Belgium amongst the shambles of human
blood, the blood of innocent women and
children and non-combatants, mutilated
and murdered in cold blood in the pro-
tection of their homes and firesides, and
this to terrorize the inhabitants of peace-
ful cities and towns. He deliberately des-
troys the most historic buildings and works
of art in Belgium, buildings spared by the
barbarians of the middle ages, and then
professes to weep tears of sympathy and
sorrow at his having been compelled to do
so. He derides and ignores treaties and
conventions as might be expected of the
barbarians of ten centuries ago, and yet

at the same time pleads the con-
ventions of the Hague Tribunal when he
seeks to enforce them as against
a neutral country. He sends his
battleships to the wundefended sea
coast towns of England, deliberately
murders women and children and then

whines because Great Britain has placed an
embargo upon contraband of war entering
neutral ports for use in Germany. The
psychological feature of Germany waging
this war is a subject of deepest interest to
every student of human nature. It trans-
cends all human understanding that a
nation which became imperial in its con-
stitution and in its natipnal career since
the Franco-Prussian war, could conceive of
their ability at the present time to achieve
world power in the overthrow of the other
great powers of Europe. Never was there
such a case of national insanity as this from
which Germany is suffering. This germ of
world power seemed to inoculate the blood
of her Empire immediately after it was
organized. It has been implanted in every
yvouthful mind, it has permeated every page
of her literature, her schools have taught it
as the religion of Germany, her professors
have lectured upon it in every university,
and even her ministers of religion have
preached it as a divine gospel from the pul-
pit until the whole nation became obsessed
with the hallucination that this' was their
destiny. < y

In no nation has the national ego ever
been developed as in Germany. No nation
ever prided itself so much on its faculty
and capacity for scientific, philosophic and
diplomatic analyses both of nations and
things as does Germany. In applying her
standard of measurement to foreign countries
France was found to be helpless, Russia
a revolutionary mob and England corrupt
and decadent. Fully confident in her world
destiny, her constitutional authorities have,
it is said, prepared a new constitution by
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which the belligerent powers are to be
absorbed in the hegemony of Germany with
the German Emperor as the divinely ap-
pointed Over Lord of Europe. Never did
Germany pause to think that Great Britain,
that France, that Russia, that Japan and
the other great powers of the world had for
centuries been building up their empires
both through the arts of peace and of con-
quest when the present Germany was no-
thing but a country of scattered states and
principalities. Did she think these great
powers had so far lost their virility, their
manhood and their nationhood as for a mo-
ment to permit themselves to be over-
whelmed or even overawed by this military
despotism?

Had Germany for a moment analysed the
trend of civilization, of democracy, of free
government and of the diffusion of intelli-
gence and education among free peoples, she
would have awakened from her dream and
would have pursued the even tenor of her
way in building up her own nation through
the arts of peace instead o1 setting in motion
those irresistible forces by which she is
destined to be crushed.

The civilization of a people cannot be
built up in a generation, no more can it be
destroyed in one; its roots extend down
into the grounds of centuries. It is
the product of many generations,
it is a process of the slowest evolution,
its progress bears the mark of centur-
ies. Germany’s hallucination of fjts
destiny being world power is nothing short
of a national insanity which, for the pro-
tection of civilization, must be crushed out
by the other nations of civilization. This is
the task which to-day is facing the allies,
the task in which Canada, as part of the
Empire, has joined, and which she is de-
termined to pursue to the end.

The forces of civilization have been fight-
ing for centuries to combat the savagery of
barbarism. Although civilization may not
have entirely eliminated the brute force of
Germany which we see displayed in the
present war, yet it has so implanted itself
in the make-up of the other great powers
of the present age that might can no longer
dethrone right. Mere brute force cannot
take the place of or supersede that moral
force which must be fundamental in every
nation. In this 20th century we have
arrived at that point when the moral forces
of a nation are mightier than all the
dazzling splendors of empire, when the
religion of christianity is more powerful
than the religion of valour, when the mantle
of human charity is greater than that of
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Germany’s shining armour, and when the
goodwill of nations is more desirable than
a place in the sun. Civilization, after
battling for a thousand years to place
humanity on a higher plane than the Huns
of Attila, is not prepared to turn back’ the
hands of the clock ten centuries and accept
a modern Attila as the guardian of its free-
dom and liberties.

Of -all the indefensible and destructive
wars that have been waged in the history
of time, this is the greatest. There is not
in it a semblance of justification, it has
been conceived and carried out in all its
devastation to gratify the vanity, the pride
and the ostentation of a military autocracy.
When the Napoleonic wars overran Europe,
there was about them a semblance of cause
and effect. Alsolute monarchy in central
Europe had been trampling: upon the
liberties of the masses. The French Revolu-
tion set free and unrestrained the passions
of democracy, a wave of license and per-
sonal ambition swept over Europe, the
national institutions of despotism began to
crumble and to make way for broader insti-
tutions of government. The time suited the
quenchless ambition and incomparable
genius of Bonaparte, and what was then
the greatest war of modern days swept the
monarchical institutions of Europe from
their moorings and a new order of things
was established. But this war is indefen-
sible; it is without just cause and without
reason. Its responsibility is upon the
shoulders of the German Emperor, and he
will go down to history, yea, and to eternity,
his soul weighted by the awful responsi-
bility of the most appalling destruction of
life, of the most wilful atrocities and the
most overwhelming devastation of property
ever recorded in the history of nations.
“Owing to our close neighbourliness to the
nation to the south of us, I cannot refrain
from making reference to the relations be-
tween the United States and Great Britain
arising out of the many international ques-
tions which are naturally expected to arise
between that nation and ourselves in the
observance by that country of its neutral
relations with the belligerent powers.
While no official expression of sympathy
with the allies has been made by the Gov-
ernment of the republic, yet it is a matter
of profound satisfaction not only to the
people of Canada but to the people of Great
Britain that the Anglo-Saxon press of that
country almost as a whole is in deep sympa-
thy with the struggle which is being so suc-
cessfully carried on by Great Britain and

her allies. With a German population of,

from eight to ten million people, we can very
well understand and appreciate the difficul-
ties which naturally confront the Govern-
ment of the United States. We are, how-
ever, sufficiently in touch with their institu-
tions of government and with their ideals
of civilization to know that the ideals for
which the allies stand are the ideals which
pre-eminently distinguish the people of the
United States. It should not be overlooked
that the government of that country, while
holding the scales of neutrality between the
allies and the enemy cannot be expected
to meet the expectations in all cases of our
own people. Questions have arisen between
the United States and Great Britain as to
the difficulties arising in exercising the
right of search at sea of neutral vessels
carrying American exports to neutral ports
and which apparently up to the present have
received the most careful attention and con-
sideration of the British Government, and
which promise to be adjusted to the satisfac-
tion of both nations.

No little feeling has been created in the
United States over the introduction in Con-
gress of the Ship Purchase Bill. While a
very animated discussion has taken place

both in the press and in Congress on the

effect of the Bill should it become law,and
the results which would flow from its opera-
tion, it may be safe to say that the present
indications are that even, if passed, which
is doubtful, in its present form, the Gov-
ernment of the United States will not seek
to violate in any sense the conventions af-
fecting the purchase of interned shipping.
It is, therefore, most desirable on the part
of public sentiment in Canada that due ap-
preciation should be shown for the friendly
attitude of the people of the United States
towards the great struggle in which the
allies are engaged and that the good sense
of the Canadian public should be shown in
the exercise of cool, calm and deliberate
judgment in considering the difficult posi-
tion which that Government has been called
upon to maintain in its neutral relations be-
tween the allies and their belligerents.
The principal feature of the legisla-
tion of the present session will be that
of supply for the assistance we are
rendering to the Empire. At the
August  session of Parliament we
entered upon the mobilization of the First
Contingent. As the months have gone by
the developments which have taken place
in the theatre of war have grown so enor-
mously as to throw upon Canada the re-
sponsibility of entering more largely into
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the defence of the Empire than was contem-
plated at the beginning. This is a struggle
that belongs to Canada as much as it does
to Great Britain herself. We are engaged
in the struggle as much directly as Great
Britain and her allies, and as a part of the
Empire we are proud to contribute men and
treasure to the utmost that can be done.
The greatest tribute that can be paid to the
integrity of the Empire is the response that
has been made by India, Egypt and the
Overseas Dominions. This struggle has
welded and consolidated the Empire as
nothing else could have done. When the
smoke of battle shall have cleared away
and peace is declared, there will arise from
its” present foundation the stately edifice
of an Empire greater and mightier than has
been.

". Reference has also been made in the Ad-
dress to the country’s financial disturb-
ance caused by the war. This feature has
impressed itself upon us individually as
well as collectively. Probably mo more in-
convenient time could have arisen for a
contraction of our financial arrangements
than the present fime. Immediately pre-
vious to war breaking out, owing to the
almost abnormal growth and expansion in
Canada, we had already experienced a re-
action’ of conditions and this accentuated
by the universal contraction which has
taken place in the world’s finances has
necessarily made itself acutely felt through-
out the whole of Canada.

Canada being peculiarly a spending and
borrowing country, and having fer the last
few years entered upon great public under-
takings involving the expenditure of hun-
dreds of millions of dollars and depending
upon the European money markets being
open to our requirements, the money
stringency which we are called upon to
face, presents one of the most serious prob-
lems with which we have to deal. This
happening at a time when we have been
called upon to meet much of the expendi-
ture incidental to the building of two great
transcontinental lines of railway, added to
which will be our contribution to the Em-
pire’s defence occasioned by the war, con-
fronts us with a financial problem far ex-
ceeding in its proportions anything that
Canada ever thought of being called upon
to assume. The assumption of those ob-
ligations is rendered greater on account of
the falling revenues of the Dominion which
are in inverse ratio with the increasing
ratio of expenditure.

The measures which will be brought be-

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

fore Parliament at the present session will
be few and almost exclusively confined to
dealing with the financial situation which I
have already pointed out.. The situation is
an exceptional one and requiring excep-
tional treatment. Hence it may be said
that our legislation will consist peculiarly
of war~” measures. Notwithstanding the
added burden of financial obligation which
the country has been called upon to bear
and for which provision will have to be
made from time to time, there is not the
slightest reason for pessimism or discour-
agement. The resources of the Dominion
are more than equal to any and all the
financial responsibilities which at any
time we may be called upon to assume.
Canada occupies practically a continent of
undeveloped resources, its agricultural, its
mineral, its illimitable wealth of forest and
river and lake and sea all present them-
selves for the exercise of the enterprise and
energy of our people. The added burden
which we have been called upon to bear will
only serve to awaken the people of Canada
to the illimitable fields for increased pro-
duction and newly created wealth which
lie before them. With increased responsi-
bilities will arise increased resourcefulness
for individual and public enterprise.

While it is only uttering a commonplace
to say that the time is peculiarly one for
economy and retrenchment in public and
private expenditure, yet on the other hand
it is peculiarly a time for us to realize the
great destiny tbat lies before us, and the
assurance that Canada and the Empire will
emerge from the present stress and trial
into a condition of the greatest strength
and prosperity. -

Permit me, in conclusion, to express the
hope that the session may be a short one
and that in the transaction of the public
business that comes before us we may deal
with it in a manner satisfactory to ourselves
and also to the people of Canada.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I can sincerely con-
gratulate the hon. gentleman from Tignish
and the hon. gentleman from Antigonish
upon the speeches they have made in mov-
ing and seconding the Address in reply to
His Royal Highness’ speech. It has been
my good fortune to have heard a good
many speeches on like occasions, but
I can say, safely, that I have never
listened to two speeches in succession that
I found as interesting and instructive
as the speeches made by those two hon.
gentlemen. If I were to say anything about
the speech made by the hon. gentleman
who has just resumed his seat, it would
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be like attempting to paint the lily, and 1
am not much of a painter and am not
very well up in flowers. I wish to say a

" few words before the Address is passed. I

was very much impressed indeed by the
speech of the hon. leader of the Govern-

- ment, but there are one or two points that

might have been mentioned. It seems to
me that in addition to the armies of both
sides of this war, Providence has had a
very visible hand. The plans of Germany
were, as the hon. leader has stated, under
advisement for a quarter of a century, and
their plans were made with the utmost skill
and craft, but certain things happened that
rendered all those preparations to a certain
extent nugatory. For instance, if the city of
Litge had not offered the sturdy resistance
that it did, nothing could have hindered
the -German army from getting to Paris;
and afterwards at Mons, when, under all
ordinary circumstances the allied armies
should have been defeated and routed, the
undaunted and stubborn bravery of the
English troops prevented that rout. These
are two cases where it seems to me the
hand of Providence interposed. If my hon.
friend will not take it unkindly there is
one little criticism I wish to make as to
something he said with reference to the
United States. :

He spoke of the Anglo-Saxon press of the
United States. Now, I am not aware that
there is any special Anglo-Saxon press in
the United States. There is an.English-
speaking press, that is conducted largely
by Irishmen (laughter). To describe the
English-speaking press of the United States
as the’ Anglo-Saxon press is slightly incor-
rect. There are a number of newspaper

men in the United States who would not"

like to be described as Anglo-Saxon.

I do not propose to traverse the ground
that has been gone over in such a
thorough and capable way by the hon.
gentlemen who have _preceded me.
The few words I have to say may,
to a certain extent, be considered as
endorsing those of the hon. gentleman who
leads this side of the House. I just take
the speech, and although I am not going
to deal with it at any length, I shall draw
attention to certain things that His Royal
Highness says:

During the months which have elapsed since
the outbreak of war, the people of Canada have
given most abundant and convincing evidence
of their firm loyalty to our Sovereign and of
their profound devotion to the institutions of
the British Empire.

That is unquestionable. If we go back a
little distance, the idea of our sending 30,-
000 men within so short a time after war
began, and our being prepared to send as
many more after the lapse of a further
short time, is something that a little while
ago we could hardly credit; but we have
done so, and hence one can cordially en-
dorse what His Royal Highness says there.
The next paragraph to which I shall call
attention is this:

My advisers will submit for your considera-
tion measures rendered necessary by the parti-

cipation of this Dominion in the great task
which our Empire has undertaken in this war.

We all cordially agree with His Royal
Highness on that point. I may be allowed
to say a word or two, though there is nothing
fresh about it, as to what the issue of this
war is. If England were defeated in this
war Canada would be conquered.

Some hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER—As the hon. leader of
the Government hes said, Prussian ambition
was to be a world power, to control the
whole world; that was really fhe scheme
that they have been working upon; and if
England were defeated, Canada would lose
the liberty and the independence that she
has enjoyed for so many years, and the
place of those would be taken by the auto-

‘cratic and tyrannical rule of Prussia. If the

allies were defeated in this war, which I do
not think at all probable, the whole world
would have to bow down to Germany; and
there is this thing about this power—the
hon. leader of the Government made it
abundantly clear that this power .is not
governed_ by international law or regard
for humanity, but by a determination to
win by whatever means. Like Anger in the
poem, Prussia ° seeks its prey, something
to tear with sharp-edged tooth and claw.’

That is it; it is tooth and claw without
any regard for decency or propriety or any
of the restrictions that civilization has
placed upon war. The hon. gentleman re-
ferred very properly to two or three in-
stances of the dropping of bombs on
undefended towns, the bombardment of
towns where the people killed were inof-
fensive and unarmed men and harmless
women and children, and latest of all, the
undertaking to sink passenger ships and
merchant ships without giving the passen-
gers or crew any opportunity of being saved.
As the hon. leader of the Government said,
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no country within the last thousand years
has undertaken to carry on war in that
spirit. In opposing this power we are
fighting the battle of freedom and civiliza-
tion against barbarism and irresponsible
government. !

Some hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.
Hon. Mr. POWER—With respect to the

- German people, hon. gentlemen must have

noticed that there is no disposition, even
on the part of the people of England who
have suffered from this barbarism, to place
the blame on the German peoples as a
whole. We have Germans in this country;
there are large numbers of them in the
province of Ontario; and there are no better
settlers in the country.

Some hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER—We have Germans in
the province of Nova Scotia; the county of
Lunenburg is almost altogether German,
but there are no more industrious, peaceful,
or in any way better citizens in the province
than these Germans, and the descendants
of Germans. They do not interfere with
their neighbours; they manifest no desire to
alter their neighbours’ land marks or to
encroach on their neighbour’s property. It
is just this: this war is the result of the
condition of things that the hon. -leader
of the Government has referred to—the
people have been trained by the ruling class,
particularly of Prussia, to believe that their
rightful destiny was to be the rulers of the
whole world; and they have been misled
and misguided. To help the good cause, the
loyal Opposition in Canada are prepared to
aid the Government’s efforts to do our duty
by the Empire, and to vote such sums of
money as are needed to carry on our part
of the war, and to support such measures as
the Government may show to be necessary
to bring the struggle, so far as we are con-
cerned, to a successful issue.

Some hon. GENTLEMEN-—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Now I wish to address
a few more observations to the House in a
somewhat different strain. I do not assume,
as it appears to be assumed, that this ses-
sion is to be devoted exclusively to provid-
ing for the conduct of the present war. The
August session was devoted to that purpose
alone. We came here and we made the
necessary provision for the beginning of the
war at any rate, and at the present session
undoubtedly, our most important business
will be to make provision for doing our part
towards carrying on the war. Speaking as an
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individual member, my own idea is that while
no controversial measure should be intro-
duced, the necessary business of Parliament
should be dealt with, as in an ordinary ses-
sion. If this war lasted, as wars have
lasted, for a great many years, is it con-
tended that the ordinary business of the
country—the things which are found to be
necessary for the good government of the
country—should not be attended to while
the war was going on. 1 cannot endorse that
view at all, and I wish to call attention
to two or three subjects which the hon.
Leader of the Government should ftry to
impress on his colleagues. One matter is
most urgent, and that is the organization
of a defence force. We have in Canada the
material for a magnificent fighting force,
but there is no organization at all; there is
no provision for reserves; there are no
organizations except a few scattered bat-
talions here and there; no organization that
can be called upon at the moment of crisis.
This is something that should be remedied,
and the hon. gentleman should, I believe,
present to the Government this view of the

matter.

The late Government was to blame
nearly as much as the present Gov-
ernment. While we have largely in-

creased our expenditure for militia
purposes, we have not increased the force;
we have no organization. Take the case of
the present war. Hon. gentlemen, even
those who do not come from British
Columbia, know what a panic there was in
British Columbia for a long time after the
war_began. There really does not seem to
be any good reason why the squadron which
sank the Good Hope and the Monmouth
should not have gone in and destroyed Vic-
toria and Vancouver. The people of British
Columbia were very much afraid this would
happen, as there was nothing to prevent it.
If we had had a proper organized militia,
such as we had a good many years ago in
the province from which I come, the
Government would have been in a position
to call out at once a sufficient number of
men to repel any force that would likely
have attacked British Columbia. Or sup-
pose again, that, instead of going with Eng-
land, Japan had gone with Germany, where
would British Columbia be? Hon. gentle-
men must see that we have been livinz in
a fool’s paradise. There is this thing about
the present Government—I said the two
governments were almost equally resnon-
sible—but there is this difference, that their
own inspector general reported to the pre-
sent Government two years ago, pointing
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out the absolute necessity for doing some-
thing to improve the condition of the
defence force. Then a few months ago there
was a report from General Ian Hamilton,
who had been brought out from England
for the purpose of making that report, and
that report shows most conclusively that
Canada had not been doing her duty in the
way of seli-defence, and that she was not
in the position to meet attack. It was
the duty of the present Government to
have attended to that matter. By the
occurrence of this war the attention of the
Government has been called directly to our
practically undefended condition, and it is
the duty of the Government at the present
gession to introduce some measure to put
us in a better condition to defend ourselves.
I am not speaking as anything but an indi-
vidual member, but I am perfectly satisfied
that any reasonable measure intended to
organize the military power of Canada will
not be opposed by the Opposition. Per-
haps some one may misconstrue what I
have been saying; but I wish it to be dis-
tinctly understood that I do not advocate
conscription.  Conscription means that a
very large proportion of the young men of
the country are taken away from their occu-
pations and are kept years in barracks or
camps. That is not what I mean. When I
talk of a defence force, I mean that the
young men, from 17 to 21 at any rate,
should have a number of days’ training
each year. The spirit of that system is
directly opposite to the spirit of conscrip-
tion, and what is called militarism: We
had a system of that sort in Nova Scotia,
and no one complained about it; it worked
remarkably well, and it cost almost nothing.
The men were not paid, and did not expect
to be. I heard some hon. gentleman make
some reference to the peace that was to
follow when this war was over. Now, as
the American orator said: ‘Gentlemen may
cry peace, peace, but there is no peace.’
We have the Dbest authority for
believing that as long as man is
man so long will there be ‘wars and
rumours of war,” and it is our duty to
do something to make ourselves ready
when the war comes. We have a great
many blessings in this country. There is
no country in the world that enjoys
greater blessings than Canada, and we
should be prepared to make some sacrifices
of our own ease and comfort for the pur-
pose of preserving these blessings. And
there is just this: now the people realize
something of the kind is necessary. Some
hon. gentlemen may say: ‘ Oh, that will
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do next session or some other session.’
The difficulty is that when next session
comes, if the war is over, you cannot work
people up to look with favour upon a pro-
posal to increase the strength of the
militia. e : :

Then there is another matter to
which I wish to refer. Some couple of
years ago- the Government appointed a
commissioner, Sir George Murray, for the
purpose of inquiring into fthe condition
of our Civil Service and reporting on it.
He made a very able report, and a report
which should have been acted upon before
now, but no step has been taken towards
introducing any of the improvements into
the service which Sir George Murray re-
commended. That is a matter in regard
to which something might be done this
session. The Government introduced a
Bill last session but did not push- it.
This is not a party question. I do not
see any reason why the Government should
not do something with their Civil Bervice
Bill this year. Then in addition to that—
and perhaps & more urgent matter—is the
question of superannuation. More than
one commission have reported on that sub-
ject. The Government prepared a Bill and
introduced it last session, and I do not
see any reason why that Bill should not
be gone on with. Superannuation is not
a party question. There is another matter
to which attention has been called more
than once, and that is the matter of public
printing. I do not care to weary the House
by going into that, but I say that I have
reason .to believe-that something like one
million dollars a year may be saved by
improvements in the practice with refer-
ence to public printing. There is no need
of duplication of reports, and there is, at
present, unlimited printing of reports that
are almost utterly unnecessary. There is
also the distribution of reports to gentle-
men who do not want them. It is a
serious matter, but it is not a matter that
should be very difficult to deal with, and
the Government needs to save all the
are almost utterly unnecessary. There is
one mratter that they ought to deal with,
one in which they would have the support
of the Opposition. I am sorry if these
few observations of mine should be thought
to look as though there was some slight
difference in the House, but there really
is not. ;

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—When we met
in August last we felt convinced from the
news we had coming through the cables
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of the negotiations that had preceded the
war, that the allies stood for justice, and
that they were not the aggressors. We
had, besides, the negotiations which we
had followed from day to day, the opinion
of a nation who should not have been
biased in favour of the allies; in fact, from
an ally of Germany and Austria, namely
Italy, which declared that by the treaty
that bound her to the Triple Alliance
she was not «called upon 4o enter
a fight which was an aggressive one.
This stamped the action of Germany and
Austria as one of aggressiveness by its own
ally and friend, Italy. Since we separated
last August we have been able to look at
the correspondence which was exchanged
by all the principal powers of Europe during
the crisis, and we have the satisfaction of
knowing to-day that the universal con-
science of the world approves the position
taken by the allies. Through all the neu-
tral countries the opinion is held that this
war was engineered from Berlin, and from
Berlin alone. The evidence is clear that
Germany refused to abide by the offer of
Sir Edwa[d Grey of an arbitration, which
should be offered by two friends of Austria
in the difficulty between Austria and
Servia, Germany and Italy on the one side,
and by two friends of Servia, France and
Great Britain on the other. The answer of
Germany was ‘I do not in principle refuse
that suggestion, but I will not suggest it to
Austria. Let us see if Austria and Russia
cannot open negotiations between them-
selves, and try and settle this matter be-
tween them.” Austria at first seemed to be
unwilling to approach Russia and accept
the offer of Russia of a quiet discussion
between the two, but when Austria realized
that Russia was bound to stand by Servia,
if there were not some kind of understand-
ing, or agreement, at last yielded to
Russia’s offer to a conversation between the
two powers. The very day this consent
was given by Austria, Germany stepped in
and declared war against Russia. The read-
ing by any unbiased mind of the history of
the negotiations which preceded the de-
claration of war has ecrystallized public
opinion throughout the world in favour of
the cause of the allies. But I want for a
few moments to dilate upon one fact which
was mentioned by my hon. friend the leader
of the Government, that Germany was pre-
pared completely and absolutely for this
war, as she thqught, while France and
Great Britain were not prepared. Of course
France was more prepared than Great
Britain for a land campaign, but it was
Aon. Mr, DANDURAND.

very evident that France had not within
the preceding five years expended all the
necessary money to prepare its material, to
obtain for instance its heavy guns in order
to be ready at a given date. France had
reenacted the three years service just a
year before, but was simply organizing its
forces and preparing for a defence in case
an assault should take place such as that
which actually happened. It is evident te
all military critics that on the first August,
1914, Germany felt that it could not be more
prepared than it was, while France was in
‘the same condition that it had been during
the five or ten preceding years. Great
Britain it is evident was prepared for a
conflict at sea, but had not prepared itself
for a campaign on land to be begun on the
1st August last. This is clear. And this
unpreparedness of France and Great Britain
is a complete vindication of the attitude of
mind of the allies in this present struggle, of
the fact that they had no corrupt intention,
since they were going on in their
ordinary way without any special pre-
paration for a conflict. If France was
half prepared, if Great Britain was not at
all prepared for a land campaign,
it seems to me that we, in Canada should
not be reproached with accusations of un-
preparedness or dilatoriness, and yet it is
said that we have mot done all that we
should have done. I read the opinion of
Colonel Wood, who is a most estimable
gentleman from the city of Quebec, who
made a speech before the Canadian Club in
Montreal yesterday, and his theme was,
‘ Canada derelict in duty to Empire,” and -
Col. Wood proceeded to establish all that
Great Britain had done towards Canada and
for Canada, and the little we had been
doing before and more especially since the
first of August for the general cause of
Great Britain and the allies. The point I
want to make is that since we find the
countries of Europe who had not in their
minds an assault upon their mneighbours,
were not in a state- of preparedness which
we would have liked to find them in, how
much more should we find an excuse for a
country like Canada, which has mnever
thought of entering world-wide wars, of
waging war beyond its border, which has
had for one hundred years absolute peace
within its borders. How much more ex-
cusable are we in having found ourselves
in that perfect state of bliss and peace up
to the first August last. We must not forget
that one hundred years will produce many
generations, and in 1914 we were about to
celebrate one hundred years of peace with
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our neighbours, which practically meant
with the world as far as Canada was con-
cerned. In order to show out of the mouth
of Col. Wood our state of mind, I will read
a paragraph of his speech reported in this
morning’s Gazette. He spoke as follows:

On the principle of ‘Rep. by Pop.’ Lt.-Col.
Woods said the first contingent of 35,000 should
have comprised 5,000 Old -Countrymen, 10,000
French-Canadians, and 20,000 Anglo-Canadians.
While the exact figures were a secret, the real
proportions were about—Old Country, 32;
Anglo-Canadians, 4; and French-Canadians, 1—
a proportion which it was for Canada to see
remedied in the future.

He speaks of 5,000 old countrymen. That
is English born.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—British born.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Yes, I do not
know that that represents exactly what the
word is supposed to represent. I would say
British born on the other side, but I do
know that some Canadian born could call
themselves British born as well. This ex-
emplifies the state of mind of our Canadian
born population on the 1st of August
and in the month that followed. The
old countrymen were here for a few years
only, and were quite as ready as a fish
taking to water to answer the call.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL—Could the hon. gen-
tleman tell the House where Colonel Wood
got his figures, and whether they are of-
ficial and reliable?

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—I think it will
be found when the list from Salisbury Plain
are laid on the table of this House or the
other, that his figures are not very far
astray. I may state to my hon. friend for
instance that the Pat’s contain about 95
per cent of old countrymen.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Ninety per cent.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL—We know very well
that that special regiment was largely com-
posed of old countrymen and men who had
seen service; but with regard to the whole
contingent outside of that, that was what
the hon. gentleman was referring to.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Yes, the Val-
cartier contingent.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL—I think that the state-
ment in regard to the proportions should
hardly be made unless it was known that
it was really official.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Col. Wood de-
clares himself that while the official figures
are still secret he is not far from the mark
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when he says the proportion is 30; 4; and 1;
and I believe that from my own investiga-
tion in the matter those figures will be found
not very far astray.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL—I think they will be.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Before the end
of the session we should know. This, if my
hon. friend will allow me to continue my
argument, shows what was the state of mind
throughout Canada among the Canadian-
born when this war broke out. Now I will
merely touch upon the fact that among the
Canadian-born, as between French and
English, one to four would exactly represent
the proportion of these two groups. That was
the state of mind of the country in August.
I say it is not the state of mind to-day, nor
was it two or three months after. The Gov-
ernment has now asked for another contin-
gent. Am I right in saying that that second
contingent is supposed to be of about
20,000°—because I have read in this morn-
ing’s papers a remark from the Prime Min-
ister that 50,000 men, with the present con-
tingent already over the seas and those that
we are training, represented the two con-
tingents that would go forward. I have not
had the official figures, and perhaps my
hon. friend the leader of the Government
will know if I am right in saying that 20,000
is the number fixed for that second contin-
gent.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I cannot tell you;
it will be at least that.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—It does not mat-
ter very much in connection with the re-
marks that 1 want to add. Another-second
contingent” has been asked. At the same
time that it was asked it began to be
rumoured about that the Canadian-born had
not shown as much zeal in the first contin-
gent as the British-born. A well-known
Canadian doctor in Montreal, who belongs
to the militia, Dr. Mignault, felt, from the
number of demands that came to him from
French Canadians who wanted to enlist, that
some opportunity should be given them to
do so. He, therefore, asked our public men
to join in a call to one province, and certain
leaders from the other House, Sir Wilfrid
Laurier and the Hon. T. Chase Casgrain,
accepted the invitation and addressed a
meeting in Montreal. French Canadians
were offered a regiment. The ambitions of
Dr. Mignault and his friends were greater;
they thought that they should be allowed
to enroll a brigade, but for reasons which
have not been disclosed by the Militia De-
partment, only a regiment was allowed.
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However, the call for a regiment of 1,000 or
1,200 men was answered by over 4,000 men
of French Canadian descent from the prov-
ince of Quebec.

Some hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—S8o that if we
found on the first of August, a certain state
of mind running through the whole of Can-
ada from the Atlantic to the Pacific, quite
justifiable because of our long series of years
of peace, we find to-day the population
ready to follow in the footsteps of the Brit-
ish-born; and I am glad to say that in this
struggle in which Great Britain, France,
Belgium, Russia and Servia are engaged,
and which represents the defence of all our
ideals, the province of Quebec and the
French-speaking part of that province will
do its share as largely and as liberally as
any part of the English and Canadian-born
throughout Canada.

Some hon. GENTLEMEN--Hear,

Hon. Mr. LEGRIS: Hon. gentlemen of the
Senate. I had no intention whatever of
speaking in this Chamber to-day. Being
fully aware of the ability and eloquence of

. the hon. gentlemen who have preceded me,
I did not think it would be advisable for me
to rise from my seat.

The hon. senator for Tignish, (Hon. Mr.
Murphy) who moved the address in reply to
the Speech from the Throne, made a speech
worthy of this Chamber and of the position
which he occupies. Hon. Senator Girroir,
whom we are always pleased to hear in this
Senate, has proven that he is equally fluent
-and eloquent in both the official languages
of this country. This is an excellent note in
his favour and I heartily congratulate him.

The two party leaders in this House have
not surprised us. We are used to their elo-
quence and the sound and judicious ad-
dresses they have just delivered is an addi-
tional claim to the confidence of their fol-
lowers in the Senate.

It would be presumption on my part to
endeavour to add anything to what they
have said with a much greater eloquence
than I can command.

On the subject of war, there is but one
voice and one sentiment in this country, and
that sentiment is in line with the reasons
so eloquently expressed by the leader
of the Government, in order to secure
to the whole world a durable and
fhiumane peace. But there is another matter
to which I desire to call the attention of this

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

hear.

honourable House: this country is now in a
most critical financial position. From one
end of it to the other, the crisis is terrible.
In most of the eastern cities the distress
is appalling; the situation in the West is
alarming. I am ready to admit that the
present situation has been accentuated by
the European war, but it seems clear to me
that we were already in the crisis before the
declaration of war. We are now summoned,
if we judge by the Speech from the Throne,
simply to vote millions and hundreds of mil-
lions to-the Government. No measure is
announced to show us that the ministers
realize the distress of the Canadian people.
There is but one thought; the securing of
millions for war purposes.

The business of the country seems to be
forgotten, as though we were to cease living
until peace is signed, or as though the earth
were going to be at a standstill while the
guns are pouring shells over Europe.

In conclusion, allow me to say, hon. gen-
tlemen, that I would have been pleased if
the Government had announced its inten-
tion of adopting some means of allaying the
distress of the Canadian people.

If the Government had adopted this
course, I feel convinced that they would
have received the unanimous support of this
Senate, and also the millions asked for war

purposes.
The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned until three o’clock
tomorrow.

THE SENATE.
Wednesday, February 10, 1915.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
INCORPORATION OF COMPANIES ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

FIRST READING.

Hon. Mr. DOMVILLE introduced Bill
(A), An Act to amend the Act respecting
the incorporation of companies.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Will the hon. gen-
tleman explain?

Hon Mr. DOMVILLE—This Bill should
commend itself to the House. It is simply




FEBRUARY 11, 1915 21

. following out the lines of the English
Companies Act and the Ontario Act, which
I hold in my hand. This measure requires
companies which are incorporated by Par-
liament, to file a list of their shareholders
with the Secretary of State so that anybody
can see the names on making application.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—In the same manner
as the banks? ’

Hon. Mr. DOMVILLE—Very much the
same. It is to enable anybody who is buy-
ing stock in one of these companies to as-
certain who his partners are. In England
you pay e shilling for permission to look
at a list of shareholders, or you can get &
copy of the list by paying a certain fee.
That provision has never been thought of
here.

The Bill was read the first time.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (B), An Act respecting the Pollution
of Navigable Waters.—Hon. Mr. Belcourt.

FUNERAL OF THE LATE SIR FRANCOIS
LANGELIER.

MOTION.

~ The SPEAKER—Following the precedent
laid down in May, 1911, it is moved by the
Hon. Mr. Lougheed, seconded by the Hon.
Mr. Bostock, that the hon. the Speaker of
the Senate, the Hon. Messrs. Shehyn, Cho-
quette, Tessier, and ‘Casgrain be appointed
to attend as representatives of the Senate
at the obsequies of the late Sir Frangois
Langelier, late Lieutenant Governor of the
province of Quebec. :

Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY—I would like
the Hon. Speaker to add the name of Sen-
ator Godbout (Beauce) to that list.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I would like to make
a suggestion on behalf of the province of
Quebec. S8ir Francois Langelier was one
oi our best public servants for nearly forty-
five years past. He served not only the in-
terest of the people of his own race, but he
was a kindly, genial man all round, and
served the interests of the different nation-
alities in that province. His death, of
course, had been expected for some time,
but he has left on the records of the prov-
ince of Quebec many evidences of his use-
fulness that cannot be wiped out. He was
a kindly and good-hearted man; he was
mayor of the city of Quebec for many, many
years; one of the most prominent men in

the House of Commons for a large num-
ber of years; he was also chief justice of his
province for years; capable, always willing
to serve his country in the best direction,
and never upon racial or religious lines. He
was a man of peace and conciliation. I
suppose it is a matter of forgetfulness,
rather than of neglect, that the English
speaking minority of the province of Que-
bec is not represented in the list named by
the Speaker. I, therefore; on behalf of the
minority of the province of Quebec, sug-
gest that the names of the hon. senator
MacKay (Alma) be added to the list. 8ir
Frangois Langelier was much appreciated
in life, and his death will be very much de-
plored. .

The SPEAKER—Those names will be
added to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned until three o’clock
to-morrow.

THE SENATE.
Thursday, February 11, 1916.

The SPEAKER (Hon. Mr. Boldue, in the
absence of Hon. Mr. Landry) took the Chair
at Three o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

ABSENCE OF SENATOR ROBERTSON.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—It{ was decided at
the meeting of the special committee on
Orders and Customs of the Senate and
Privileges of Parliament, sitting this after-
noon, that a letter be sent to Hon.
Mr. Robertson, Prince Edward 1Tsland,
asking him to give reasons why he has
not attended the sittings of this House for
two sessions. I do not know whether the
action taken will be referred to this House,
but I should like to know whether that
letter is to go direct from the committee, or
whether it must be ordered by the House.
This is a very serious matter, and I do not
think the committee has any right to send
such a letter.- If I were Dr. Robertson I
should ignore it. It is inhuman, undigni-
fied, and improper under the circumstances,
to ask the hon. gentleman in his pres-
ent condition, to give reasons why he has
not attended the sittings of the Senate. I
wish to know if that letter is to be sent
without the full sanction of the Senate.
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‘The SPEAKER—AII the papers regarding
Hon. Mr. Robertson’s absence will be sub-
mitted to the committee, 'which will meet
at the call of the chairman, and I under-
stand the report of the committee will be
submitted to the full House, and that will
be the time, as I understand it, to discuss
the adoption of the report.

The Senate adjourned until three o’clock
to-morrow.

THE SENATE.
Friday, February 12, 1915.

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

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PURCHASE OF NEW BRUNSWICK AND
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND
RAILWAY.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY inquired:

Has the Government purchased the railway
known as the New Brunswick and Prince
Edward Island Railway?

1. What is the length of the said raillway?

2. Who were the owners?

3. What was the purchase price?

4. Is it being worked and operated as part
of the Intercolonial system?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-“The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are as fol-
lows:—

There is an agreement for purchase.

1. 36 miles. )

* 2. The New Brunswick and Prince Ed-
ward Island Railway. *

3. To be $270,000.

4. It is being operated by the Intercolon-
ial Railway. '

THE LATE SENATORS JAFFRAY AND
KIRCHHOFFER.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—In making ref-
erence to the death of our late colleague
Senator Jaffray we are vividly reminded
that the years of our pilgrimage are grow-
ing apace. In the summer session of Aug-
ust last he was with us and to all appear-
ances gave promise of several years of pub-
lic service. In conversation with him at
that time he impressed me as possessing
that usual vigour and strength of mind
which he always evinced in the transaction
of public business.

Those of us who were unaware of his very
short illness were startled to learn of his
most sudden death. From a life of great

Hon. Mr. CLORAN.

activity, identified as he was with many of
the great financial institutions of our coun-
try, he was suddenly summoned to that
Bar from which no traveller returns.

The late Senator Jaffray belonged to that
splendid type of man who many years ago
came from Scotland and laid deep -and
wide and - strong the foundation of our
national institutions. For over half a cen-
tury he was peculiarly identified in the

building up of many of the great
industrial and financial institutions
of his wmative province. Few men
were so largely associated with the

business life of the city of Toronto as
was our late colleague. Coming into the
Senate in 1906 he rendered invaluable ser-
vices through the exercise of his ripe ex-
perience and his cool and deliberate judg-
ment in those matters of important legisla-
tion with which this Chamber has to deal.

He was most closely associated in business
and in friendship with our late collieagues
Hon. Senators Cox and Sir George Ross,
the three of whom by a strange coincidence
were summoned by death during the year
1914. For over a generation he was pro-
bably more closely associated by ties of
friendship with those of his late colleagues
whom I have mentioned, than with any
others outside of his own family. They
were all men who left deep impressions
upon the public affairs of Canada and ¢his
Senate and the public life of Canada have
suffered irreparable loss in their removal.
While Senator Jaffray, though deeply at-
tached and loyal to the great political
party to which he belonged, yet in his
friendships and in the exercise of his kindly
acts knew no distinction of party. Tt is,
therefore, with the deepest regret that we
place upon the records of the Senate the
great loss which we have sustained through
the death of our late colleague from Toron-
to, Senator Jaffray.

It has been my melancholy duty on many
occasions to mention to the Senate of the
loss through death of the many colleagues
who within the last few years have left
vacant chairs in this Chamber. With
none of them have I been so closely
associated as with my departed friend, the
late Senator Kirchhoffer. He became a
member of this Chamber shortly after I
entered it and since that time down to the
time of his death the ties of friendship
united us most closely. He was one of the
pioneers of the great Northwest. Thirty
odd years ago when a young man he left
the province of Ontario and laid in the
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West the foundations of a prosperous settle-
ment in a district within which for many
ears he lived and so well represented in
this Chamber. 2

Not in the history of the Senate since
Confederation has any other member of
this Chamber held the chairmanship of
a commrittee so long and so continuously as
did our late colleague in presiding over the
deliberations of the Divorce Committee.
For approximately twenty years he was
uninterruptedly chairman of that com-
mittee and to him are we deeply indebted
for the valuable services which he rendered
in that capacity.

For many years in the social life of Par-
liament no member endeared himself more
closely and more acceptably to the passing
friendships which Parliament in its
changing conditions brings about. His was
a most genial nature. He not only believed
in the sunshine of mature but in its re-
flection upon human kind. During the long
period in which I had been acquainted
with him never do I recall having seen
him moody or depressed, but he ever was
the personification of geniality and cheer-
fulness. He was one of nature’s gentle-
men and reflected the spirit of gentility
wherever he went. He was a leader in
%he world of sport. At one time he was one
of the leading athletes in Canada and re-
presented Canada abroad in may of her in-
ternational contests. He was a man that
. placed on a high plane this feature of our
national life. He belonged to the best type
of our public men and whatever he did or
wherever he went he never failed to uphold
the dignity of Canada. He was loved by
all, and those who knew him best cherished
his friendship most. His death was a pro-
found loss to the Senate and to the Dom-
inion. Our deepest sympathy goes out to
his widow ard family who through his
death have been plunged in the deepest

grief. For many .years we shall cherish
the memory of our deeply esteemed and
beloved colleague Senator Kirchhoffer.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—I feel that it is
difficult to add very much to what has been
so admirably said by the hon. leader of the
House in reference to the departure from
this Chamber of our honoured colleagues,
Senator Jaffray and Senator Kirchhoffer.
-Senator Jaffray was known from one end
of this Dominion to the other. In early life
he took a prominent part in the affairs of
his own province, and he was recognized
by the leader of the Government at that

time, Hon. Alexander Mackenzie, as being
a man of prominence and good business
ability, for he appointed him as one of his
directors of the Northern Railway, repre-
senting the interests of the Canadian Gov-
ernment. He was so successful in looking
after the interests of the Government on
that occasion that he secured for the Gov-
ernment the re-payment of all the money
that had been put into that railroad.
Senator Jaffray took a great interest in all
the public affairs of this country, and had
a great belief in the future and the pros-
perity of Canada. He was closely associated
with the late Hon. 8ir George Ross when he
was Premier of Ontario in the work of the
development of the northern part of On-
tario, and was a very great help to Hon. Sir
George Ross in the work that he undertook
in that way. It is hardly necessary to men-
tion to hon. gentlemen his connection with
other businesses, especially in the news-
paper world. He impressed his personality
on the company which publishes the Globe
newspaper, and did a great work for the
company in the independent and fearless
stand that he very often took in the columns
of the paper. Senator Jaffray was a man
for whom every one who came to know him
felt the greatest respect and honour, for his
integrity, and his worth as & man, and for
the work that he had done for this country.
We feel very sincerely his loss in this
Chamber, where he was always looked to
as a man of great authority on all matters
concerning the business of the country, and
one who gave great attention to all the
measures _that came before this Chamber.
As has been very truly said of him, he never
did an ignoble deed, he mnever sacrificed
principles through expediency, he mnever
served his own interests before those of his
country. He was a great-hearted large-
minded Canadian, and Canada can ill afford
to lose such as he. We extend to his
bereaved family our heartfelt sympathy in
the loss they have sustained.

Our late colleague Senator Kirchhoffer
was probably one of the best known mem-
bers of this House. He was born in Ire-
land. I do not know whether he really
recognized himself as an Irishman, but he
certainly was born in that country, and
had some traits of the Irish character. He
was educated in England, and from that
combination, I think we may say, he gath-
ered the great interest that he took in all
sports in every way. He was a man whom
we all appreciated for his kindliness and
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consideration, and the cheerful way in
which he always bore himself to all those
with whom he came in contact. His love
of sport was shown .in the acquiring of a
very noted duck-shooting property in Mani-
toba, where he was glad always to entertain
his friends. Large numbers of visitors to
this country, besides those who knew him
so well in the Northwest, have very kindly
remembrance of his hospitality, and the fine
sport that he showed them whenever they
had the honour of being asked to pay him
a visit at his shooting-box. On one occa-
sion he had the honour to entertain the
present King when he visited this country
as Prince of Wales, and I understand that
the duck-shooting on that occasion was of
the very finest order. Senator Kirchhoffer
took a great deal of interest in the work of
this Chamber, and of the committees, as has
been said by my hon. friend, and I am sure
that I express the feelings of members on
this side of the House when I say that we
shall miss him very much. We sympathize
most sincerely with his bereaved wife and
family. .

Hon. Mr. KERR—What has been said has
been so well said that, under ordinary cir-
cumstances, I would have hesitated to in-
trude on your attention at all, but my rela-
tions with one of those who have been
spoken of has been so extended over half a
century, my intimacy with him and co-
operation with him in many things has been
of such a varied character, that I would
like to claim the indulgence of the House
whilst I say a few words supplementary to
what has been said—so admirably well said
—in reference to him.

Senator Jaffray would have attained the
age of 84 years had he lived but a few weeks
longer. He came to Canada in 1852, and
was actively engaged in commercial busi-
ness in Toronto from that time (1852) until
he became interested in railway, commer-
cial and financial undertakings, in which he
occupied a prominent position as a director,
always taking an active part as such.
Amongst some of these he was for many
vears a director and vice-president, and for
a short time before his death he was presi-
dent of one of our most important banks.
He was very active as one of the founders,
and to the time of his death he was a
director in the management of one of the
oldest and most stable trust companies.
He was a director of the Life Insurance
Company, whose name for more than half a
century has been identified with the life
and progress of Canada.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK.

His opinion and advice on matters of
business and finance was sought by many
of our most important enterprises. Many
years ago, on the death of the Honourable
George Brown, he became interested finan-
cially, as well as politically, in the Globe
newspaper, of which he became president,
and from that time forward the history of
that great organ of public opinion has been
influenced by his efforts for its advance-
ment, and by the advocacy-of all that he
considered important in the vast interest of
Canada—morally, politically and commer-
cially. He was careful as to the nature
and character of all that appeared in the
paper, whether as editorials, news or
advertisements, and even of the patrons,
subscribers or advertisers, as well as the
moral and political advocacy which it
expressed. He was justly proud of the
position which the Globe attained and
maintained as the exponent of Liberal
views, patriotic and moral views and
measures.

He did much for the advancement and
progress of Toronto and of Canada, and held
firmly to the maintenance of British con-
nection.

Those who knew him best recognized in
him a truly noble Briton. While advocating
strongly the importance of the-absolute in-
dependence of Canada in the management
of her own affairs, he was equally insistent
upon the duty of Canada to maintain the
British connection and for co-operation in
all things necessary for upholding the
supremacy of the British Empire. He was
a liberal supporter of all works for the
advancement, care' and improvement of .
those in need of help. He was a kind, con-
siderate and affectionate husband and
father, and a faithful, sympathetic friend, a
good citizen, a consistent, conscientious
politician—tolerant of those who differed
from him while at the same time clearly and
vigorously enunciating his own convictions.

The country which he loved so dearly; the
Senate, of which he was justly proud to be
a member; the city, where he resided for
some 63 years; the community and circle in
which he lived and moved, have all lost a
useful and able adviser; and if I may be
permitted to intrude myself into this brief
notice, in common with those who knew
him best, I have lost a good and faithful
friend.

He was one of the most highly esteemed -
and influential members of this Chamber, in
which he devoted his most careful attention
to matter coming before us, with a consci-
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entious regard for the responsibility of our
duties here.
Senator Jaffray’s long and useful life is

. now ended; but his activities and his un-

compromisingly conscientious devotion to
duty in everything he undertook will re-
main with us as an inspiration to the faith-
ful discharge of our duties here.

I join also with those of you on the other
side of this Chamber in deploring the loss
sustained in the death of our good and
highly valued friend, Senator Kirchhoffer,
and I endorse in all sincerity all that has
been said respecting him. He was a fine
type of an Irish gentleman, and of a good
Canadian citizen. He was a useful member
of the Senate, and occupied an important
place in the committees work, being chair-
man of one important committee for many
years. His bright and cheery manner
earned for him many friends who now sor-
row over his loss, and I extend our warmest
sympathy to Mrs. Kirchhoffer and the
family who survive him.

The Senate adjourned until Monday,
March 1, at 8 o’clock p.m.

' THE SENATE.
Monday, March 1, 1915.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Eight
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings. :

POLLUTION OF NAVIGABLE WATERS
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT moved the second
reading of Bill (B), An Act respecting the
Pollution of Navigable Waters.

He said: I assume that hon. gentlemen
do not expect me to make any observations
on this Bill. For three consecutive sessions
this measure has received the considera-
tion of the Senate, and has been passed
unanimously on each occasion. Events, I
think have demonstrated the necessity and
urgency of a measure of this sort. Every
member of this House realizes that the
Senate has never passed a more opportune
or better piece of legislation than this Bill.
Like old wine, this measure is improving
with age.

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

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT—I move that the

Bill be referred to the Committee on Public
Health.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—In my opinion all
public Bills should be referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not see why the
hon. member in charge of the Bill should
not be at liberty to name his committee.
A measure of this kind, which contains
important details, can be better considered
in a small committee than in the Com-
mittee of the Whole. :

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Is it in the
same form as the Bill introduced last year?

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT—It is the same
Bill.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—It is absolutely a
public Bill, and it should be considered by
the Committee of the Whole House. It has
been the practice of the Senate in the past
to refer similar measures to the Committee
of the Whole, but we have strayed from the
right path on many occasions, and I have
protested against it. I do not think it is
right for any public Bill o be referred to
any special committee.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL—To what committee
was this measure referred on the former
occasion? Probably we might pursue the
same course as was adopted when the mea-
sure was considered by this House before.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—My hon. friend
has stated the general rule, that a public
Bill goes to the Committee of the Whole,
but we know that there are occasions when
it would be in the interests of a Bill to
have it considered by a special committee,
and we have followed that course very
often.

The SPEAKER—I4 is in the hands of the
hon. member promoting the .Bill.

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT—I am in the
hands of the House. It is immaterial to
me whether this measure is referred to the
Committee on Public Health, or the Com-
mittee of the Whole House. I shall adhere
to my motion that the Bill be referred to
the Committee on Public Health.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate
adjourned until three o’clock to-morrow.

THE SENATE.
Tuesday, March 2, 1915.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
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TRANSCONTINENTAL OPERATIONS.
INQUIRY.

The notice of motion being called:

Hon. Mr. DAVID inquired:

‘What sections of the Transcontinental railway
between Quebac and Cochrane have been
operated since its construction and are now
operated? Z

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The following

information has been received from the
Chief Engineer of the Transcontinental
railway: .

1. Last winter, from December 1 to
May 1, the line was operated from Hervey
junction, mile 72, west of Quebec, to Div-
ision Point Parent, mile 245 west of Quebec.

This winter, the line is being operated
from Cochrane east 40 a point known as
Peter Brown Creek, 143 miles.

COMMERCIAL AND FINANCIAL
INTERESTS BILL.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved:

_That it is expedient, in pursuance of the pro-
visions of section 4 of the Act assented to on
the twenty-second day of August, 1914, in-
tituled: “ An Act to conserve the Commercial
and Financial Interests of Canada,” to continue
in force the proclamation, in the form follow-
ing, published on the fifth day of September,
1914, in the Canada Gazette.
George the Fifth, by the Grace of God, of the
United’ Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire-

‘land and of the British Dominions beyond
the Seas, King, Defender of the Faith, Em-
peror of India.

To all to whom these presents shall come, or

whom the same may in any wise concern,
.—Greeting:

A Proclamation.
E. L. Newcombe,
Deputy Minister of Justice, , Canada.

‘Whereas in and by section 4 of an Act of the
Parliament of Canada passed in the fifth year
of Our Reign and intituled “ An Act to conserve
the Commercial and Financial Interests of Can-
ada,” it was provided amongst other things that
in case of war, invasion, riot or insurrection,
real or apprehended, and in case of any real or
apprehended financial crisis, our Governor in
Council might by proclamation published in the
Canada Gazette:

(a) authorize the making of advances to the,

chartered banks and to the savings banks
to which the Quebec Savings Banks Act,
1913, applies, by the issue of Dominion
notes upon the pledge of securities, de-
posited with our said minister, of such
kind and-amount as may be approved by
the Treasury Board; such advances to be
repayable at such times as the board may
determine with interest at a rate like-
wise determined by the board of not
less than five per cent per annum ;

(b) authorize the chartered banks to make
payments in the bank notes issued by
such banks instead of in gold or Dominion

The SPEAKER.

notes, but the total amount of the notes
of any chartered bank in circulation at
any time shall not exceed the amount of
its notes issuable under the provisions of
the Bank Act and of the next clause (c);

authorize the several chartered banks to
issue excess circulation, from and includ-
ing the first day of March in any year,
to and including the last day of August
next ensuing, or during any part of such
period, to amounts not exceeding fifteen
per cent of the combined unimpaired ca-
pital and rest or reserve fund of the
respective banks, as stated in their respec-
tive statutory monthly returns to our said
minister for the month immediately pre-
ceding that in which the additional
amount is issued;

suspend the redemption in gold of Do-
minion notes,—

Now know ye that by and with the advice
of Our Privy Council for Canada we do by these
presents proclaim and direct that by and on the
date of the publication of this our proclamation
in the Canada Gazette, the said Orders in
Council shall be revoked ; and we do further by
these presents declare and proclaim as follows
that :(—

(a) the making of advances to the chartered
banks, and to the savings banks to which
the Quebec Savings Banks Act, 1913, ap-
plies, by the issue of Dominion notes upon
the pledge of securities as provided in the
said Act, be authorized;

(b) the chartered banks be authorized, sub-

. ject to the provisions and limitations set
forth in the said Act to make payments
in the bank notes issued by such banks
instead of in gold or Dominion notes;

the several chartered banks be authorized
to issue ‘excess circulation as in the said
Act defined from and including the first
day of March, 1915, to and including the
last day of August, 1915; and

(d) the redemption in gold of Dominion notes
by the Receiver General of Canada be
suspended subject to the provisions of the
said Act from the date of the puklication
of this our proclamation in the Canada
Gazette.

Of all which our loving subjects and all others
whom these presents may concern, are hereby
required to take notice and to govern themselves
accordingly. ,

In Testimony Whereof, We have caused these
Our Letters to be made Patent, and the
Great Seal of Canada to be hereunto affixed.
Witness, Our Most Dear and Entirely Be-
loved Uncle and Most Faithful Counsellor
Field Marshal His Royal Highness Prince
Arthur William Patrick Albert, Duke of
Connaught and of Strathearn, Earl of
Sussex (in the Peerage of the United King-
dom), Prince of the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Ireland, Duke of Saxony,
Prince of Saxe-Cobourg and Gotha ; Knight
of Our Most Noble Order of the Garter;
Knight of Our Most Ancient and Most Noble
Order of the Thistle; Knight of Our Most
Illustrious Order of Saint Patrick; one of
Our Most Honourable Privy Council; Great
Master of Our Most Honourable Order of
the Bath ; Knight Grand Commander of Our
Most exalted Order of the Star of
India; Knight Grand Cross of our Most

(c)

(d)

(c)

Distinguished Order of Saint Michael and
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Saint George; Knight Grand Commander
of Our Most Eminent Order of the Indian
Empire; Knight Grand Cross of Our Royal
Victorian Order; Our Personal Aide-de-
Camp; Governor General and Commander-
in-Chief of Our Dominion of Canada.

At Our Government House, in our City of
Ottawa, this third day of September, in the
year of Our Lord one thousand nine hundred
and fourteen, and in the fifth year of Our
Reign. s

By Command,
P. Pelletier,
Acting Under-Secretary of State.

He said: At the last session of Parlia-
ment an Act was passed entitled “ The
Finance Act of 1914.” In that Act the fol-
lowing powers, amongst others, were given
to the Governor in Council—authority to
make advances to chartered banks and to
savings banks by the issue of Dominion
notes upon the pledge of securities of such
kind and amount as may be approved by
the Treasury Board; authority to the char-
tered banks to make payments in bank
notes issued by such banks, instead of in
gold or Dominion notes; authority to the
several chartered banks to issue excess cir-
culation within a particular period of the
year. Powers were also given to suspend
the redemption in gold of Dominion notes;
power was also given to proclaim a mora-
torium. TUnder subsection 5 of section 4
of the Finance Act it was provided that:

No proclamation issued under the provisions
of this section should continue in force for more
than 30 days after the beginning of the first

session of Parliament held after the issue there-
of unless it is approved by resolution passed

by both Houses of Parliament.

The Governor in Council, in pursuance
of the powers vested by the Act, issued a
proclamation along the lines of the powers
so vested. Those powers have been invoked
to some extent, particularly by the char-
tered banks. Up to the 3lst of January
last the Government advanced to the char-
tered banks $14,400,000 in Dominion notes.
Of that amount there has since been repaid
to the Government $6,500,000, leaving $7,-
900,000 yet owing. Under the provisions of
the Finance Act this amount is to be paid
by the first day of May mext.

The security required by the Act has been
taken by the Government from chartered
banks. The loans bear inferest at the rate
of 5 per cent. It has been thought advisable
that this proclamation which has been
issued by the Governor in Council, should
be continued during the war. The vicissi-
tudes of the war are such as to possibly
require not only the exercise of the power,
but the advantages which are provided for
in the Act, so that the currency of the

Dominion may enjoy that flexibility which
is so highly necessary at this particular
time.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—I have listened
with a good deal of interest to the state-
ment of the hon. leader of the Government.
He has not given us quite as much infor-
mation as we would like to have. His
statement refers only to the first subsec-
tion of the Act, dealing with advances of
Dominion notes as authorized. He has not
told us what the securities are which have
been accepted by the Government for the
authorization of these notes. Further with
regard to the third subsection, the issue in
excess of circulation by the banks, he has
not told us whether that power has been
exercised by the banks. 'We are all very
glad to know that it has not been necessary
in the interests of the country to deal with
the question of the moratorium, and as it
has not been included in the motice before
us, I presume the Government does not
consider, as far as the Dominion at any
rate is concerned, that it is necessary to
proceed with that. We have had notices
from the Provincial Governments, and
some of them have put a moratorium into
effect, and some are dealing with the mat-
ter now, but I think it is a very doubtful .
question as to whether those moratoria
were wise in the interests of the country.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I did not men-
tion anything with reference to the third
paragraph in clause 4, as mentioned by my
hon friend, for.the simple reason that it
was unnecessary. No excess circulation has
been issued by the banks. That power has
not been invoked. The only power invoked
has been the issuance of Dominion notes
in the way indicated.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—What interest is the
bank paying the Government?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Five per cent as
required by the Act.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—What are the secur-
ities?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I cannot say
what they are, but they are ample, and

have been passed upon by the Treasury
Board. 5

.Hon. Mr. BELCOURT—What becomes oi
the provision with reference to the mora-
torium? What effect will the fact that it
is mot included in the renewal proclama-
tion have?
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Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—No proclamation
as to this has been made and if circum-
stances should warrant the Government
proclaiming a moratorium under the ex-
traordinary conditions that might arise,
we might have power to do so, but at the
present time there is no intention of doing

§0. s
Hon. Mr. BELCOURT—Do I understand
my hon. friend to say the moratorium is
covered by this resolution? g

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—No, it simply
gives power to the Government to exercise
the powers enumerated in the Act. There
is & number of them.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not think the
hon. gentleman has given us quite all the

information that we should have had. Para- |

graph (a) reads as follows:

(a) authorize the making of advances to the
chartered banks and to the savings banks to
which the Quebec Savings Banks Act, 1913. ap-
plies, by the issue of Dominion notes upon
the pledge of securities, deposited with our
said minister, of such kind and amount as
may be approved by the Treasury Board; such
advances to be repayable at such times as the
Board may determine with interest at a rate
likewise determined by the board of not less
than five per cent per annum;

(b) authorize the chartered banks to make
payments in the bank notes issued by such banks
instead of in gold or Dominion notes.

These are extraordinary powers, and 1
think the hon. gentleman should have made
it clear that it was necessary that the Gov-
ernment should be authorized to do these
things. As I understand, looking at the
returns of the various banks that come in
every month and are published every month,
the banks appear to be in a most prosperous
condition—large sums of money in their
coffers, business good, liabilities less than
before—and it does not seem to me that
there is really any necessity for giving the
banks control of more funds than the Bank
Act allows. It would be a great deal better
to let the banks go, as they are very well
able to do without any help from the Gov-
ernment. I do not understand financial
questions very well, but there is another
matter I wish to refer to. I do not know
whether it was under this proclamation or
otherwise that the Government allowed cer-
tain parties to get into their debt to a very
large amount. I think there were some ten
million dollars loaned to the ‘Canadian
Northern Railway Company, and seven mil-
lion to the Grand Trunk Pacific. We ought
to feel sure when we are giving the Govern-
ment power to do these things that that

Hon. Mr. BELCOURT.

power will be exercised in a conservative
spirit, particularly as this Government is
supposed to be a conservative government.

Hon. Mr. KERR—Is there any reason why
the class of securities and the amounts
should not be laid on the table, when we
are called upon for permission to continue
a credit. Should we not be informed of the .
nature of the transaction up to the present
time? I think it is the duty of Parliament
to make this inquiry and ascertain what
the facts are. We should be informed as
to what use has been made of it; has it been
used in general aid of the situation, or has
it been by particular aid, or particular
favours to certain banks? We ought to have
that kind of information before dealing with
this question.

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE—There is nothing very
extraordinary in this power which is given
to the banks under this resolution. That
power exists in many countries, and it
is simply doing what has been done by the
Bank of Bngland in England, the Bank of
France in France, by the Bank of Belgium
in Belgium, by the Bank of Russia in Rus-
sia, and by banks in numerous other coun-
tries which .could be enumerated, and it is
very safe legislation to put on the statute
book as soon as possible. I may say I am
connected with one individual bank, but 1
am not speaking for that bank, because that
bank did not take advantage of that law,
and has not borrowed money from the Gov-
ernment. ’

Buil I am in a position to appreciate the
advisability of coming to the rescue of the
banks in general, and enabling them to
appeal to the Government, and obtain ad-
vances necessary for their requirements.
No doubt it was the duty of the Govern-
ment to see that the securities were abso-
lutely good and sufficient securities, and I
have no doubt that the Government has
seen to that. As to the demand made by
hon. gentlemen as to why the Government
could not give the names and securities that
were exacted, all that could be given would
be the nature of the securities. It would
not be suggested that it would be proper to
ask that securities given by any individual
bank should be published to the world at
large. To do so would be a kind of breach
of confidence on the part of the Government.
The law passed was in the right direction,
and it was necessary, in certain cases, to
enable banks o continue ‘the advances that
have been made to their customers. The
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hon. gentleman from Halifax stated that the
banks are in good condition. Well, we
should all rejoice at that, but it is perfectly
well known from the returns as published,
that deposits in general have been con-
siderably reduced. It is also known that
there is considerable stagnation in industry
and commerce, and therefore that the banks
cannot command the repayment of the
advances that have been made as in normal
circumstances. For these reasons it was
necessary to have recourse to that special

Act, and I have no hesitation in expressing

the opinion, for my part, that the Govern-
ment is to be commended for having put
that Act on the statute book and in con-
tinuing it for another session; and I hope
that when the time comes to amend it, the
Government will see its way to create
machinery which will enable them to have
that system introduced in this country in
a permanent way. As it is, all banks, even
the strongest bank in the country, with the
system of branches that have been intro-
duced all over the country, and with the
deposits that are collected for the,purpose
of enabling the banks to be able to advance
the amounts necessary to industry and com-
merce, are exposed to runs; any bank may
be exposed to the danger of coming to grief
if a run is started against an individual
bank. Other countries have systems which
guard against things of that kind, because
banks can go with undoubted securities to
a state bank, or to a bank such as the
Bank of England or the Bank of France,
and can re-discount their securities or part
of their securities, and therefore command
the necessary amount of cash to answer all
calls. In this country we have not that
system. Happily we have secured it for a
given period, and I hope that when the time
comes it will be introduced in permanent
form.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—As far as the security
js concerned that has been given to the
Government, it is not necessary to press
for a list of that, because we assume that
the Government would not advance the
money without proper security. However,
the leader of the Government should have
.given us more information. If banks come
to the Government and ask for a loan of
ten million dollars or twelve million dol-
Jars or fourteen million dollars in Dominion
notes, they surely must have some reason
for wanting such a loan, but the leader of
-the House has not given us any of those
reasons. My hon. friend from Halifax says

that hefinds from reading the bank reports
that the banks are in good condition in this
country, that they have large rest accounts,
and that their coffers are full. I have not
seen the amount in the Bank of Montreal
with reference to the reduction of deposits
that has been made in that bank; in the
Bank of Montreal, at any rate, these de-
posits have not been reduced very much.
Surely we ought to be in a position to get
information as to why the banks asked the
Government to.lend them this money. If
they did not need the money, why did they.
ask it. I am sure the banks are not lend-
ing any more money out in this country.
The best business men in the West cannot
go to & bank and borrow five cents, no mat-
ter what security they have; and yet banks
can come to the Dominion Government and
borrow 12 millions or 14 millions, and not
lend a cent to the business men who are
doing legitimate business all over the coun-
try, or to the farmers. I would like a little
explanation as to what they got this money
for.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Oh, a little fringe.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—The question
was put as to the reason why the right
taken by the Government to proclaim a
moratorium was not being renewed by the
resolution proposed by my hon. friend. I
find the reason a very simple one—that the
resolution has for its purpose the confirm-
ing of the proclamation which has been
issued, and as no moratorium has been pro-
claimed, so far, there is no necessity at this
moment to ask for a confirmation, though
the right still remains with the Government
to proclaim a moratorium. I hope that no
necessity will arise for such proclamation.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I am not rising to
discuss the merits of the resolution, but
simply to point out to the Government of
the day when hon. representatives of the
people put questions to the Government,
there should be at least an effort made by
the Government to answer them, so that
very serious questions put by hon. senators
on the floor of this House should not be
treated with silence, if not with contempt.
I am not referring now especially to the
present representative of the Government
in this House, but the Government must
be made to understand that when fair
questions are put fair, honest answers must
be given. The proposition made by the
hon. senator from Alberta (Hon. Mr.
Davis) is a very fair one. He does not dis-
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pute the fact that 14 millions have been
granted, but he asked the Government a
very plain question, as has also the hon.
senator from Toronto (Hon. Mr. Kerr) on
what grounds were those 14 millions
advanced to the banks? Yet we have no
answers. The Government of the day
should consider it its simple duty to
answer plain questions like this.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned until three o’clock
{o-morrow.

THE SENATE.
2 Wednesday, March 3, 1915.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three

‘o’clock.

‘Prayers and routine proceedings.

IMPORTATION OF CRUDE OIL INTO
CANADA. g

INQUIRY,

Hon. Mr. CLORAN inquired of the Gov-
ernment:

1. Crude oil coming into.Canada—what duty
will it pay under the war tariff?
- 2. If so, how will the value be calculated?
On the shipping price or selling price in Can-
ada?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are as fol-
lows:

1. Crude petroleuin, fuel and gas oils, ‘8235
specific gravity or heavier, at 60 degrees tem-
perature will pay under war tariff 5 per cent
ad val. under preferential; 73 per cent
under general tariff.

2. On price as sold for home consumption
at place of direct export to Canada.

TARIFF ON AMMONIA SULPHATE.
INQUIRY, ;

Hon. Mr. CLORAN inquired of the Gov-
ernment:

1. Under the war tariff will ammonia sul-
phate pay?
2. If so, how much?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are as fol-
lows:

1. Yes.

2. Five per cent under preferential tariff;
73 per cent under general tariff.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN. ;

IMPORTATION OF FUEL OIL INTO
CANADA.

INQUIRY,
Hon. Mr. CLORAN inquired of the Gov-
ernment:

1. What quantity of fuel oil was imported
into Canada during the years 1911, 1912, 1913
and 1914, respectively?

2. What was the value of said oil in each of

‘these years?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are as fol-
lows: : ;

1. During the fiscal years ended in 1911,
1912, 1913 and 1914 respectively,  Petroleum
crude, fuel and gas oils, -8235 specific grav-
ity or heavier at 0 degrees temperature,”’
as provided for under tariff item 267, 1911,
54,310,597 gal.; 1912, 72,231,006 gal.; 1913,
143,338,070 gal.; 1914, 177,879,835 gal.

2. 1911, $1,626,141; 1912, $2,270,374; 1913,
$4,531,281; 1914, $5,994,318.

BRITISH COLUMBIA INDIAN
RESERVES COMMISSION.

INQUIRY,

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK inquired of the Gov-
ernment:

Has the commission appointed in 1912 to in-
vestigate the Indian reserves in British Colum-
bia completed its work?

1. If so, has any report been made to the
Government?

2. What is the nature of the report?

3. What has been the cost to the Dominion
Government to date?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are as fol-
lows: . :

The Commission has not completed its
work. '

1 and 2. Progress reports have been ve-
ceived, and seventy-seven interim reports.

3. $108,802.03.

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FROST rose to—

Draw the attention of the Government to an
Act passed on the 26th September, 1914, by
the United States Congress, entitled *“ An Act
to create a Federal Trade Commission” and to
inquire whether it is the intention of this
Government to pass any legislation of a like
character, to meet similar conditions existing
in Canada, as existed in the United States and
which provoked the adoption of the above Act.

He said: The Act to which I have called
attention was passed by the Congress of
the United States on the 26th of September
last and is now a law entitled ““ An Act to
Create a Federal -Commission.”
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My reason for the inquiry is simply to
ask this Government whether they have
any intention of creating & Dominion Trade
Commission to meet similar conditions in
Canada. The mecessity for commissions
now-a-days is at once conceded for the
reason that business generally has become
so complex, that with the growth of the
country, it is impossible for the Treasury
Board to give them as much time as would
meet all the situations as they came up.
We know what the Railway Commission
has done and I believe there is not a person
in Canada found unwilling at this moment
to pay all the necessary costs which it in-
ours. i
In looking over the latest census for 1911,
I find that the manufactuning interests of
the Dominion has $1,247,583,609 invested,
and that 19,218 persons are engaged in the
work of manufacture, producing $1,165,975,-
635 worth of products and employing 515,203
persons, paying in all for wages and sal-
aries $241,008,416. This is a very large in-
terest to be dependent altogether upon half
a dozen Ministers of the Crown, and it may
possibly bé shown that with such an en-
ormous amount of money -invested, with
all its ramifications, and such & valuable
and essential asset as it is to the Dominion
of Canada, it ought to have 4 commission
of the very best men to be found so as fo
see that no injustice or unfairness is done
between buyer and seller and between cap-
ital and labour and with business going on
for the benefit of the people as a whole
throughout the Dominion.

The first recommendation in the United
States to secure the results now sought to
be achieved through the Federal Trade Com-
mission, appears to have been made in 1900
and which reads as follows:

The larger corporations—the so-called trusts—
should be required to publish annually a pro-
perly audited report showing in reasonable de-
tail their assets and liabilities, with profit and
less; such reports and audit under oath to be
subject to Government inspection. The pur-
pose of said publicity is to encourage competi-
tion when profits become excessive, thus pro-
tecting consumers against too high prices and
to guard the interests of employees by a know-
ledge of the financial condition of the business
in which they are employed.

Their final report had also the following,
to wit:

That there be created in the Treasury Depart-.

ment a permanent bureau the duty of which
shall be to register all state corporations en-
gaged in interstate or foreign commerce; to
secure from such corporations all reports needed
to enable the Government to levy a franchise
tax with certainty and justice, and to collect
the same ; to make such inspection and examina-
tion of the business and accounts of such cor-

porations as will guarantee the completeness
and accuracy of the information needed to as-
certain whether such corporations are observ-
ing the conditions prescribed in the Act and to
enforce penalties against delinquents; and to
collate and publish information regarding such
combinations and the industries in which they
may be engaged, €0 as to furnish to the Con-
gress proper information for possible future
legislation.

The publicity secured by the governmental
agency should be such as will prevent the decep-

‘tion of the public through secrecy in the or-

ganization and management of industrial com-
binations or through false information. Such
agency would also have at its command the
best sources of information regarding special
privileges or discriminations, of whatever na-
ture, by which industrial combinations secure
monopoly or become dangerous to the public
welfare. It is probable_that the provisions
herein recommended will be sufficient to re-
move most of the abuses which have arisen in
connection with industrial combinations. The
remedies suggested may be employed with little
or no danger to industrial prosperity and with
the certainty of securing information which
would enable Congress to protect the public
by further legislation if necessary.

In view of the passage of this Act, which
has now become law and providing for it,
the excerpt from the platforms of the dif-
ferent parties who sought the suffrages of
the people at the last presidential election
are very interesting, for example the Demo-
cratic party said:

A private monopoly is indefensible and in-
tolerable. We therefore favour the vigorous en-
forcement of the criminal as well as the civil
law against trusts and trust officials, and de-
mand the enactment of such additional legisla-
tion as may be necessary to make it impossible
for a private monopoly to exist in the United
States.

We favour the declaration by law of the
conditions upon “which corporation shall be
permitted to engage in interstate trade, in-
cluding, among others, the prevention-of hold-
ing companies, of interlocking .directors, of
stock-watering, of discrimination dn price, and
the control by any one corporation of so large
a proportion of any industry as to make it a
menace to competitive conditions.

We condemn the action of the Republican
administration in compromising with the
Standard Oil Company and the tobacco trust,
and its failure to invoke the criminal provi-
sions of the anti-trust law against the officers
of these corporations after the court had de-
clared that from the undisputed facts in the
record, they had violated the criminal provi-
sions of the law.

We regret that the Sherman anti-trust law
has received a judicial construction depriving it
of much of its efficacy, and we favour the enact-
ment of legislation which will restore to the
statute the strength of which it has been de-
prived by such interpretation.

At the Republican National Convention,
the following was declared by its last plat-
form:

In the enforcement and administration of
Federal laws governing interstate commerce
and / enterprises impressed with a public use
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engaged therein, there is much that may be
committed to a Federal trade commission, thus
placing in the hands of an administrative board
many of the functions now necessarily exercised
by the courts. This will promote promptness
in the administration of the laws and avoid de-
lays and technicalities incident to court proce-
dure. &

While the Progressive Platform had this
10 say, on behalf of the Federal Trade Com-
. inission: )

To that end (protection against trusts and
monopolies) we urge the establishment of a
strong Federal administrative -commission of
high standing, which shall maintain permanent
active supervision over industrial corporations
engaged in an interstate commerce, or such of
them as are of public importance, doing for
them what the Government now does for the
national banks, and what is now done for the
railroads by the Interstate Commerce Com-

* mission.

Later on in January, 1914, or a little over
a year ago, the President made to the
Congress, the following statement which no
doubt gave a certain impetus to this Act,
which I have already stated became law on
the 26th of September last:

The opinion of the country would instantly
approve of such a commission. It would not
wish to see it empowered to make terms with
monopoly or in any sort to assume control of
business, as if the Government made itself re-
sponsible. It demands such a commission only
as an indispensable instrument of information
and publicity, as a clearing house for the facts
by which both the public mind and the managers
of great business undertakings should be guided,
and as an {instrumentality in adjusting the
remedy to the wrong in a way that will meet
all the équities and circumstances of the case.
. It would appear to me from these facts
that this is what is meeded in Canada to
settle -many disputes a3 they occur between
capital and labour, no one will deny that
there is price cutting preferential contracts
on machinery used for manufacturing pur-
poses or goods used in the manufacturing
process, black lists, white lists, boycotts,
espionage, <coercion and intimidation.
These evils have been before Congress at
different times, but apart from references to
their character as unfair practices, nothing
so far as I know, has been done. How-
ever the commission has power given to
this Act to gather and compile information
respecting organization of business, con-
duct, practices, and management of those
engaged in local or foreign commerce, in
all cases except banks or railways. Amd
while it is authorized to investigate trade
conditions in foreign countries there are
many other provisions made to provide for
the complete carrying out of the Aect in
question. Like the Railway Commission,
those who are appointed shall have salaries,

Hon. Mr. FROST.

and a secretary, and other employees will
be appointed under the Dominion services.
In the United States where they have found
a Bureau of Corporations or the workings
of the Sherman Act deficient, and where,
after all, monopoly has had full sway, this
law would take <ts place giving to
commission sufficient power to prescribe the
penalties which are given for the evils
dealt with. The United States have felt
perhaps more than in Canada, the effect
of a great many conspiracies in the past
and to avoid these things in the future, it
is to be hoped that this Act will meet the
case for all parties and give a more cheer-
ful aspect than it ever has before seen in
days gone by.

In the World’s Work, February mumber,
referning to this Act, it practically assumes
that all business is public for it gives the
commission power to investigate and regu-
late, whether it be public or private. The
aim of the regulation and investigation is
to see that competition is fairly carried on.
Therefore all activities of the commission
can unquestionably facilitate both and get
a more speedy decision in cases than could
be obtained otherwise in any other way.

While we have many Labour Acts on our
statute books designed to settle industrial
disputes, as for instance, the Lemieux Act
and others, none of them strike at the root
of the trouble as would be done by a
Dominion commission for very obwious
reasons.

I hope therefore that the time is mear
when such a commission will be constituted
and appointed, and I am sure it will mot
only meet the expectations of the people,
but redound to the credit of the Govern-
ment, by whom such appointment is amade.

_ Hon.. Mr. LOUGHEED—The legislation
which has been referred to by my hon.
friend is quite new, and ‘has been only
recently passed in the United States. I
might say that such a commission will be
largely experimental, and I have na doubt
that we in Canada will watch with very
considerable interest the operation of this
experiment in the United States. Up to the
present time the scope of the work which
has been outlined for this commission
has largely, if not altogether, been vested
in the Department of Trade and Commerce.
That department has very largely covered
the duties which apparently will be assigned
to the Federal Trade Commission in the
United States. I might say to my hon.
friend that we are very much indebted to
him for directing our attention to this very
important subject, and I shall be very glad
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indeed to direct the attention of the Gov-
ernment to the very fitting remarks which
he has made; but speaking in regard to
any intended action by the. Government
at the present time the Government has no
‘intention . of seeking any legislation similar
to that to which he has alluded. We, how-
ever, will watch, with very considerable in-
terest, the manner in which it will work
out in the United States.

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS OF THE
SENATE.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. POWER moved:

That the Committee on Internal Economy
and Contingent Accounts have power, without
special reference from the House, to consider
any matter affecting the Internal Economy of
the Senate, as to which His Honour the
Speaker is not called upon to act by the Civil
Service Amendment Act, 1908, and such com-
mittee shall report the result of such consid-
eration to the House for action.

He said: Under the practice as it existed
up to a few years ago, this resolution would
not be necessary, but at the present time,
when the hon. leader of the Government
has moved and carried the adoption of the
report of the Striking Committee, he moves
that the several committees shall inquire
into and report upon such matters as may
be referred to them from time to time.
Adhering closely to the wording of that re-
solution, the Committee . on Internal
Economy could not do anything, because
the matters with fespect to the internal
economy of the House, the supplying of
stationery, and other things of that sort
could not be attended to unless they were
specially referred by the House; and last
year we adopted a resolution in order to get
over that difficulty, which, it will be
observed, is more sweeping in its terms
than the resolution of which I have given
notice. The resolution passed last year
reads as follows:

That the Standing Committee on Internal
Economy and Contingent Accounts be author-
ized to meet when and as often as it may deem
necessary, and without special reference to
inquire into and report on such matters con-
nected with the internal economy of +the
Senate as it may think in the interest of the
House.

Hon. gentlemen will see that the reso-
lution which is now submitted is less sweep-
ing in its character. It contains this pro-
vision, that the committee can consider
any matter affecting the internal economy of
the Senate, as to which His Honour the
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Speaker is not called upon to act by the
Civil Service Act Amendment Act of 1908
and such committee shall report the result
of such consideration to the House for
action. Speaking for myself and I think
I can speak for the other members of the
committee there is not the slightest desire
to infringe in any way upon the rights,
privileges, or sphere of duty of His Honour
the Speaker, and inasmuch as the com-
mittee have to report the result of their
deliberations to the House, no one can be
hurt.

The SPEAKER—I do not intend to de-
clare this motion carried before calling
attention to the fact that last year a simi-
lar motion, although the present motion- is
not so stringent, was by me declared out of
order, because it was calling the House to
pronounce itself a second time during the
session on a question which had been decid-
ed in one sense, and asking a decision in
another sense. I simply call attention to
this fact, and though the present motion is
manifestly out of order, as no one object to
it. I declared it carried.

The motion was agreed to.-

COMPANIES INCORPORATION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.

The order of the day being called:

Second Reading (Bill A), “ An Act to amend
An Act incorporating Companies.”—(Hon. Mr.
Domville.)

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I am not the father
of this Bill. I have been asked by the hon.
gentleman who introduced it to see to its
procedure through the House. I regret to
say that the hon. gentleman is unable to be
here to look after this Bill. The Bill con-
tains principles which are under considera-
tion now by the proper department of the .-
Government of Canada. Under these cir-
cumstances, I do not feel called upon, or
prepared to advocate the passage of the Bill
at the present moment, and I ask as a fav-
our not to myself personally, but to the hon.
senator who is the father of the Bill, to have
it dropped from the order paper to-day and
placed on the order paper for to-morrow
week so as to give me time to get into com-
munication with him and acquaint him
with the condition of things. I understand
the Bill is considered very important. I
therefore move with the permission of the
House that the order of the day be dis-

/REVISED EDITION



34

SENATE 8

charged and that it be placed on the 6rders
of the day for Thursday, March 1lth.

The motion was agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE SESSION.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—Before the motion
of adjournment is put I would like to draw
the attention of the hon. leader of the Gov-
ernment to the condition of business in this
House. We seem to have very little busi-
ness before us, and our hon. friend should
give us some idea of what business the
Government proposes to put before this
House for discussion. Parliament met on
the 4th of February, and to-morrow it will
be a month since we commenced business,
yet, so far, we have had no Government
measures brought down to this House for
our consideration. I am sure hon. gentle-
men on both sides of the House are very
anxious to do all they can to give proper
and earnest consideration to the measures
the Government wish to put before us for
the -benefit of the country, and we would
like to have those measures brought down
as quickly as possible.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Before the hon.
leader of the Government replies, might I
remind him that, for many sessions back,
it has been the practice to give notice at
the beginning of our regular sittings, that
until otherwise ordered, when the Benate
adjourns on Friday it should stand ad-
- journed until Tuesday at 3 o’clock.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I presume that
this is the moment when I have to make
the usual sessional statement as to the
regrettable position in which the Govern-
ment is placed, of not being able to furnish
the Senate with work. Very fortunately,
conditions furnish an excuse from session
to session, so that one can always find some-
thing to say or some reason to advance
why we are not kept continuously engaged.
This session, as hon. gentlemen know, is
one in which both war and financial
measures will absorb the entire time of
Parliament, and that no general legislation
is being brought down. In the very nature
of things it is difficult to furnish an active
and energetic body like the Senate with
work for every day of the session.

Some hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

" Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I am glad ¢o say,

however, that I have been holding in re-

serve the very important question that has

been just asked by my hon. friead in regarc
Hon. Mr. CLORAN.

to the Tuesday adjournment. In the event
of the Government not being able to furnish
the Senate with more important legislation
there is always this question to discuss---
the adjournment from Friday until Tuesday.
I am sorry that my hon. friend the leader
of the Opposition omitted to consider that
very important subject, and that it lay with
my hon. friend from Montreal to suggest it.
Now, the precedent which we had invariably
followed in the Senate as to this Tuesday
adjournment has been to throw the respon-
sibility on gentlemen who live in Montreal,
or Toronto, or at intermediate poinfs—so
that I most willingly place that respon- .
sibility upon the shoulders of those hon.
gentlemen, and I have no doubt thai before
Friday next we will hear from them by
way of a notice of motion.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I think the hon.
gentleman from De Lanaudiére (Hon. Mr.
Casgrain) misses sight of the fact that there
is other business for the Senate to transact
besides the measures which the Government
send up from the other House. To-morrow
at least three committees of the Senate will
meet for the transaction of business, and
that business has to be transacted, aud I
think we shall really find, after to-morrow,
probably enough to do in dealing with the
business in this House without troubling
ourselves as to the Government measures
just now. They will come, in due time, and
I have no doubt they will receive most im-
partial and favourable consideration in this
House. I do not, however, object to the ad-
journment until Tuesday.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL—I might remind
hon. gentlemen that while we are speaking
of having nothing to do the package of Bills
on my desk is increasing rapidly all the
time; I do not think we have dealt with any
of them as yet.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Are they Com-
mons Bills?

Hon. Mr. DANIEL—Commons Bills.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—With
reference to the number of Bills to which
the hon. Senator from St. John (Hon.

Mr. Daniel) has called attention, if
the newspaper reports are correct
the - Minister of Justice has intim-

ated his intention of introducing a Bill
to extend all the applications for rail-
way charters. Now, the most of the Bills
that I have seen coming from the Commons
are of that character, and if this Bill is to
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be introduced it will lessen our work to a |
very great extent.

Hon. Mr. TAYLOil——It has been intro-
duced.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I have
not yet seen it, to know what it is. One
thing I may add, that if the Government
have themselves undertaken the responsi-
bility of extending the time for the com-
mencement and construction of those rail-
ways, they are depriving the revenue of a
good deal of money, because each of these

hundred dollars to get a vernewal, whereas
a public Bill to extend the whole of them
would cause the loss of that amount of
money.

Some hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

Hon. S8ir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I un-
derstood the hon. gentleman from Halifax
to say that a large number of Bills had been
introduced that would come up for consid-
eration. That is quite true, but if we are
to be deprived of the privilege of dealing
with all these railway extensions, of course
there will be very little for us to do other
than to deal with the important questions
which have been submitted by the Govern-
ment, which concern tariff and the finances
of the country more than anything else.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I move, seconded
by the hon. senator from Belleville (Hon.
Mr. Corby) that, pending further orders,
when the Senate adjourns on Fridays it do
stand adjourned until Tuesday at three
o’clock.

" The SPEAKER—That motion cannot be
put, unless the hon. leader of the House
withdraws his motion to adjourn.

. Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I withdraw my
imotion. .

The SPEAKER—Then the question is on
the motion of the hon. senator from De,|
Lanaudidre (Hon. Mr. Casgrain).

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
three o’clock.

THE SENATE.
Thursday, March 4, 1915.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

5—3%
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DISCONTINUANCE OF TRANSCONTIN-
- ENTAL TRAINS.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. DAVID moved:

That an humble address be presented to His
Royal Highness the Governor General; praying
that His Royal Highness shall submit to this
House copies of all petitions to the Govern-
ment or any member of the same, and of all
correspondence and documents in connection
with the discontinuation of the trains of the
Transcontinental between Abitibi and Hervey
Junction.

He said: This motion has been placed
on -the orders of the day for Wednesday
next by an error, and my notice of motion
regarding the development of agricultural
resources of Canada has been placed on
the order paper for to-day. These two
motions should have been reversed, and
with the permission of the House I will
now deal with the motion regarding the
discontinuance of the trains of the National
Transcontinental railway between Abitibi
and Hervey Junction.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Do I under-
stand that this notice of motion, which is
set down for Wednesday mext, was really
moved for to-day? :

Hon. Mr. DAVID—Yes. This question has
created a good deal of sensation, especially
in the province of Quebec. There is no
doubt that when the mandate of Parliament
to vote millions of money for the construc-
tion of the Transcontinental railway was
given, it was thought that the entire line
would be completed and operated. A large
section of that line between Cochrane and
Quebec, or Hervey Junction, which has
been constructed and put into operation
has been discontinued for the last six or
seven months, to the great detriment of
the trade, commerce, and agriculture of
that region, and to the great injury of those
who have settled in that district and placed
their money in certain industries there.
There is no doubt that a large number of
the members of Parliament would mot have-
voted for the construction of that line if it
had not been stipulated, and if the Gov-
ernment had not consented to have that
part of the line between Cochrane and Que-
bec, or Hervey Junction built and oper-
ated. It would be very easy to establish
that fact by quoting the speeches that were
made at that time by members of the Gov-
ernment, and members of the House, but
I shall quote the declarations made by the
Postmaster General, when he laid his can-
didature before the electors of the county
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of Quebec in the month of October last.

He was a member of the Commons in 1903
when the Transcontinental Bill was intro-
duced into the House, and when it was
stated that the promoters of the railway had
intended to construct the line as far as North
Bay only, a great many of the members
from, the province of Quebec and the Mari-
time Provinces, protested, and said they
would never consent to have that money
voted for the construction of the Transcon-
tinental railway if it were not provided that
the line between Cochrane and Quebec
would be built. It was to be built
and it was to be operated. The
don. minister said, as reported in the
papers at the time, that Quebec had
now the Transcontinental railway and the
bridge, but that was not enough, as Sir
Robert Borden had said that Quebec must
be made a national highway. ‘the line be-
tween Cochrane and Quebec was to be built
not only to bring the western trade to Que-
bec, but also to the lower province ports,
St. John and Halifax, and to develop that
rich and important region. This also was
the idea enunciated by the officers of the
Board of Trade of Quebec in the interview
which they had with the Hon. Mr. Cas-
grain in October last when, after being
appointed Postmaster General, he came
before the electors. The president of the
Board of Trade said that the mimister would
pardon them for troubling him so soon
after _his appointment, but the matter in
question was one which called for an im-
mediate decision, because 2,000 new settlers
who had been induced to take up.land on
the line of the Transcontinental railway
west of Quebec, at Belle River and other
points on that railway, from 50 to 450
miles west of Quebec, and who had founded
a flourishing settlement on land of the very
beat quality, now found themselves in a
very perilous position. They had been in-
formed that the Grand Trunk Pacific was
not ready to assume the operation of the
railway until next spring, that it was in-
tended to close the road for the winter
months, and already some of those settlers
had taken fright and left the country, as
they had no other means of transportation
than the railway. Mr. Picaud said that
‘this would have a disastrous effect on future
.colonization, so important for the traffic of
the railway, and which already had shown
30 promising a commencement, and that
it would look very strange for the Govern-
ment, after first spending $30,000,000 or $40,-
"000,000 on the road from Cochrane to Hervey
Junction, to close it up and allow it to fall

Hon. Mr. DAVID.

into disuse. He said that Quebec had a
very vital interest in this question, because
of the numbers of new settlers which had
gone from the district of Quebec, and
wanted to do business with that city. He
said that those new settlers would make
pulp-wood and telegraph poles and other
freight for the railway, if allowed to re-
main there. The reason given by the hon.
Postmaster General not to acquiesce in the
demands of the Board of Trade of Quebec
and of the settlers in that region was that
the operation of the railway, on that part
of the line, would cost too much and was
not necessary. The Board of Trade met the
objection as follows:

The statement of the hon. the Postmaster
General is contrary to the opinion generally
held in this province as to the extent and value
of the lumbering operations in the St. Maurice
Valley, of its vast water-powers, costly indus-
trial establishments, valuable forests, and in
certain localities land suitable for settlement,
but we cannot help thinking that the Minister
of Railways must have been wrongly advised
ir the information given to him as to this
country.

The following extract from a letter pub-
lished in the press from Mr. Authier,
Mayor of Amos and agent of colonization
for the district of Quebec, shows that the
hon. the Minister of Railways must have
been wrongly advised, as alleged by the
Board of Trade of wuebec. I quote his
letter, and I want to call the attention of
the hon. gentlemen of this House to it, be-
cause it contains facts which cannot be
denied, facts which have been admitted
by public men in many circumstances:

Since the month of November, there are no
more trains on the Transcontinental, between
Hervey Junction and Quebec or Abitibi. The
country therefore beholds this spectacle: a rail-
road which has cost more then one hundred
millions, is closed just as soon as it is com-
pleted. These millions are left to rust.

‘What is the reason? Because, says the min-
ister, the operating of the entire section between
Hervey Junction and Cochrane would result in
a deficit of from $40,000 to $50,000 a month.

A competent contractor led me to believe that
he would have a weekly service, on this sec-
tion, during six months, for $100,000 or less
than $20,000 a month.

The construction of the railway is terminated
It is in the hands of the Government, which
has all the necessary outfit for its operation,
the Intercolonial’s outfit.—Why, therefore, did
this Government not undertake the transporta-
tion of forestry products from Abitibi to Hervey
Junction, at rates sufficiently low to allow
traffic of the same. What would have been the
result if the lumber and wood of Abitibi had
been carried to Hervey Junction at $2.50 a
cord or $2.50 per thousand feet.

The result would have been—for Abitibi
only,—the transportation, before the 1st of
June, next, of 30 or 40 thousand cords of pulp-
wood, of two million feet of lumber and of
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thousands of passengers with their provisions
and their baggage.

Add to that the revenue of the country be-
tween Hervey Junction, La Tuque and Parent,
where powerful companies employ thousands of
men in their shanties. In a word, the receipts,
even computed at exceedingly low rates, would
have reached $200,000.

But it is very simple. There are 1,500 lots
allotted to settlers in Abitibi. They are
anxious to begin or to increase their clearings.
There are waiting for only that,—a train ser-
vice which will allow them to export their wood.
Should only 30 cords of wood have been cut
on each lot,—a settler cuts that much in a
month,—and we would have had 45,000 cords
to ship. As the year is excellent for the pulp
industry, every cord would have been sold.

If the minister had yielded to our requests,
there would have been, this winter, work for
thousands of men in Abitibi and all along the
Transcontinental, instead of stagnation and hard
times which exist there to-day. In the spring
there would have been thousands of acres of
newly cleared land. When we know that what
is most important in that region, is immediate
and extensive clearing, in order to ensure pro-
gress of agriculture and the paying operation
of this section of the Transcontinental, we are
astounded to see what a splendid opportunity
has been lost.

1 have just received another letter from
Mr. Authier written on the 26th February.
It is written in French, and I shall quote
only a few words:

Nobody will question, I believe, the facts that
1 have put before the public. Nothing has
been done since to assist us. Jt is vaguely
rumoured that the Federal Government will
again hand over the Transcontinental between
Cochrane and Quebec to the contractors next
spring. That would mean the continuation of
our actual trouble, so to speak. There would
be three or four services—three or four divi-
sions. I mean—on that section. Passengers
would be obliged to change trains very often,
and by the time each contractor has exacted
his pound of flesh there will be hardly any-
thing left to the colonist who wishes to settle
in the forest of Abitibi. If it is intended to
thus have the road operated by contractors this
summer, a direct service ought to be established
without interruption between Hervey Junction
and Abitibi. As I was saving the Transcon-
tinental railway was closed this winter between
Hervey Junction on the Canadian Northern
railway and Amos on the Harricana in the
centre of Abitibi in Quebec, a distance of
over 350 miles.

It is from 600 to 700 miles from Cochrane
to Quebec.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I think between
400 and 500 miles.

Hon. Mr. DAVID—No, from Cochrane to
Quebec is about from 600 to 700. The figures
given by Mr. Authier disposed of the objec-
tion made by the Minister of Railways, and
showed that there was no serious reason to
discontinue the operation of the railway
between Abitibi and Hervey Junction; and
even in the supposition that there would

have been a deficit, it was nothing as com-
pared to the evil done by the suspension of
the operation of the line, to the great detri-
ment of the agricultural, commercial and
industrial interests of that rich country, in a
time when so much is said about the neces-
sity of increasing agricultural production
among our rural population. I cannot un-
derstand the conduct of the Government in
this regard. It looks as though the intention
of the Government was to ruin that section
of the line, to make it only a local line, to
remove from it its transcontinental charac-
ter, contrary to the object which the pro-
moters had in view, to the will of Parlia-
ment, and to the views so often expressed
by our public men on the necessity of
directing our trade to transcontinental ports.
1t is not only a breach of contract, but it is
a breach of the obligation assumed by
Parliament; it will not only divert trade
towards the United States, but will do the
greatest harm to the settlement and pro-
gress of that rich portion of our country.
It will discourage the settlers—and this is
not a time in which they should be dis-
couraged. All the settlers of that district
have relied upon the continuous operation
of the Northern Transcontinental, and,
hon. gentlemen, think of those settlers who
have very little money, who went there to
establish themselves, feeling assured that
the law passed by the Government would
be put into execution; think of their fate
with no railway to communicate with the
principal towns of the country. Already it
is said that a great number of settlers have
left that region of the country. No doubt
they must go. Notwithstanding the ability
of the hon. leader of the House, I do not see
how he can justify the Government in such
a dereliction of its duty. I hope, and the
whole country hopes, that the Government
will not transfer the Northern Transcon-
tinental to the Grand Trunk without com-
pelling that company to act in accordance
with its contract, according to the intention
of Parliament, and in accordance with the
interests of the country, so as to secure the
trade of the West to our national ports.
Let me finish by quoting the speech of Mr.
Casgrain on the transportation question,
when the National Transcontinental
Railway Bill came before the House.
The speech is more eloquent than anything
I can say. He said:

In the Northwest we have, or are going to
have in a short time, a great many roads—the
Canadian Pacific railway, the .Canadian
Northern, and probably the Trans-Canada and
the Grand Trunk Pacific—all supplying the
needs of that vast territory and bringing to the
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seaports of the East the crops which grow there.
In the face of this state of things, is it not a
patriotic duty laid on the shoulders of the
Government and also upon the members of this
House to see, as far as possible, that we have
every benefit we can get from the hauling of
the grain from the Northwest down through the
eastern portion of the Dominion of Canada?
I am a strong believer in a policy which would
force, as much as nature would permit, every
bit of the grain produced in the western prov-
inces to come down through Canadian terri-
tory and help to build up our seaboard towns
on the Atlantic and on the St. Lawrence river.

Those were the views of all Canadian
public men at that time. The question of
transportation has always been considered
a national one, and it has always been
considered that we are obliged to encourage
our national ports. Mr. Casgrain was a
member of the Opposition at that time, and
he was speaking to the Liberal party. That
was in 1903, and what was true then is still
true. He concluded his speech as follows:

Hon. gentleman opposite, I am convinced,
desire as strongly as we to see our own ports
bLuilt up, but; judging by the experience of the
past, if our western traffic should become
diverted to American ports, it will be exceed-
irgly difficult to bring it back into Canadian
channels and Canadian ports, either on the
Atlantic or the St. Lawrence river. Some time
ago we were told by a gentleman of undoubted
authority in railway matters that our spouts
were too small for our hopper. Well, now is
the time, Mr. Speaker, when we should enlarge
our ports on the St. Lawrence and Atlantic
coast. Now is the time when we should make
our spouts sufficiently large to receive and to
distribute everything that comes from the West.
Now is the time to provide means for bringing
the enormous products of the West to our town
ports.

These are eloquent words, but now is the

time to show that they are not merely words.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I have very seldom
listened to a speech in this honourable
House that has appealed to me more pro-
foundly and more sincerely that that of the
senator who has just resumed his seat. I
suppose this is due to the fact that I amina
position to endorse every word that he has
stated, and every word stated by the author-
ities of the district in favour of the people
whom they represent. I know the facts,
because T passed through the district. The
hon. senator has touched a most vital spot
in the administration of the public affairs
of this country, especially under the control
and command of the Railway Department.
This country of ours depends on honest toil
represented in hardy, strong colonization,
and there is nowhere in Canada—probably
on the dace of this whole earth—where more
hardy and honest colonization is performed,
against the most rugged difficulties, than in

Hon. Mr. DAVID.

the province of Quebec. The province of
Quebec stands out, an illustrious star, in
paving the way to civilization. Her sons
three or four hundred years ago, and up to
to-day have hewn down immense forests,
have made the deserts bloom, and the sand
hills bear fruit. That has been the work of
the French colonizer in the history of Can-
ada. Nowhere on earth has a man to face
so much difficulty in securing a foothold on
the soil, than in the province of Quebec—
what is left of it now—in its mountains and
in its gorges, and it is the hardy hand of the -
toiler that brings down the trees and burns
the roots, and then sows and plants a few
potatoes, and a little barley, and buck-
wheat. That is the beginning of coloniza-
tion. - Up to some few years ago the Pro-
vincial Government undertook to pay the
expenses of the transportation of these pro-
ducts to domestic or foreign markets. When
the country grew large, prosperous, and
rich, it undertook to build railway systems,
in aid of the farmers, who work and toil
hard from three or four o’clock in the morn-
ing until 7, 8, 9 or 10 o’clock at night. This
federal power, in alliance with the provin-
cial powers, established a number of rail-
way systems, where that product, obtained
by so much hard work, was transferred to
the provincial or federal market. The latest
attempt along these lines was laid by the
late Government of Right Hon. Sir Wilfrid
Laurier. It was a tremendous task. Canada
had already a vast, expansive Transcontin-
ental railway system; another one was under
way; the Government of the day undertook
to give to the farmer, not-only of the East,
but of the West, a means whereby that hard-
earned product would get a fair show, either
in the home market or in the foreign market.
It was a tremendous task for Canada with a
paltry population of six and a half or seven
million to undertake, but under the direc-
tion of Sir Wilfrid Laurier and his Govern-
ment Canada took hold and endeavoured to
push that railway from Halifax to Van-
couver. The undertaking was applauded
by the country; it was endorsed at least on
one occasion at a general election, if not on
two. The building of this Transcontinental
railway—a hybrid, I am very sorry to say,
the Government, not having undertaken it
on its own initiative, but taking the poorer
half and letting the richer half go to the
country—was endorsed by the people of
Canada. This is a matter which, according
to the remarks of the hon. gentleman, works
to the disadvantage of a large section of
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Canada.
Transcontinetal railway will be held by a
private company, and the poorer parts will
have to be operated by the Government.
Already the Government is shirking its
functions, and telling us it does not pay to
run trains in the winter months, because

The rich parts of the National

there will be a deficit. The power or the
Government that interrupts that train of
products from the farmer to the home or
foreign markets becomes an enemy to his
country. There can be no justification to-
day for any Minister of Railways, or Prime
Minister in the present Government or any

other government, to cut that railroad in’

pieces, and say that parts shall be
operated, and other parts remain idle,
go into desuetude and rot.
That is a crime against the state. It is a
crime that this Parliament should prevent
as quick as possible, and not allow the con-
sideration of a few dollars deficit to inter-
vene and prevent those poor hardy workers
from getting their products to the market.
This Parliament can vote millions and mil-
lions—will I say to schemes that are un-
profitable? Some times they are; not at
the moment when the money is voted; they
are always made to look most profitable
then, but how often does it turn out that
the millions of this land are voted to
schemes that are absolutely useless for
national development. And here we have a
Government who throws paralysis over cer-
tain sections of the road, forsooth, because
there might be a deficit of $20,000 or $40,000
a month. Is that statesmanship? Is that
protection for the tillers of the soil, and for
the men who are the forerunners and
pioneers of civilization, humble as they may
be—poor men with a sack of flour on their
back, an axe in their hand, fighting their
way through the forest? For whom? Just
the same as your fathers did; they fought
for you; you are to-day along these rows of
benches in the Senate, and most of your
fathers were hewers of wood and drawers
of water. And are we going to forget these
circumstances and allow the Government of
the day to trample upon its own institu-
tion, the Grand Trunk Pacific? This country
owes a debt of gratitude to the senator from
Mille Isle (Hon. Mr. David) for having
brought this question up. Now as to facts
along this line. Hervey Junction has been
frequently mentioned ; it was selected by the
engineer, Mr. Hervey, as the connecting
point between the Great Northern and the
Grand Trunk Pacific running down to

Quebec. The selection was about the best .
that could be obtained in that section of the
country. When I went into that part of
the country some eighteen years ago I found
a vast mass of mountains—a sea of moun-
tains, as Sir Edward Blake used to call
British Columbia. There was wood, timber
of the best, that lumbermen have been
drawing for the past 100 years, and there is
enough there for another 100 or a thousand
years. When I went there in company
with our Prime Minister of Quebec, Mr.
Marchand, it was on a fishing expedition,
and when we landed on lake Masketsy, 12
miles from Hervey Junction, over impass-
able roads, up and down mountains, I said
to myself: “ Thank God, we are away from
civilization, and no railway will ever pass
here anyhow.”” My prophesy held true until
Sir Wilfrid Laurier came down with his
Grand Trunk Pacific proposal, and what
did my brave Mr. Hervey do? He went to
work through the only pass from Montreal
to Labrador that he could have got his
train through. There is not the slightest
doubt that this section of the road from
Laroque to Hervey Junction, some 55 miles,
is one of the best constructed on the hemi-
sphere, but one of the most costly. Whole
sides of mountains have been blown with
one blast straight into the lake, millions
and millions of tons. There are bridges on
trestle-work going through the lake that are
simply stupendous. The ballasting of the
road was most perfect; the ties were of the
best; the rails of the heaviest calibre; and
to have it told to Parliament to-day by
the senator from Mille Iles (Hon. Mr. .
David) that all that is going to rust—
well. 1 say that is a crime against
the National Treasury and is an outrage
upon the people whom that road is sup-
posed to serve. Is that not plain? I am
not a bit excited over the matter, but I
gee it before me now, and coming back
from Hervey to La Tuque, that is only 55
miles, the road is built 250 miles up to
Cochrane—as the Senate calls it, Abitibi—
one of the finest constructions in the world
as far as railway construction is concerned.
Why, you would be surprised, you men who
travel thousands and thousands of miles
every week and every month, to see the
beautiful water tanks, not only beautiful
but solid, with granite foundation, water
selfpumped from the lakes a hundred or
two hundred feet above them, no steam re-
quired, a perpetual supply of water—and
all this going to waste. It cost money to
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run the pipe up to the mountains for a mile
and a half or two or three miles and have
a perpetual supply of water from the upper
lakes to the tanks along that railway. It
would do your heart good to see them, but,
my God, it would make your heart grow
sorry to see them becoming useless, and now
unused. Stations are built that would do
credit to any first class station in England
or France, and that is saying something;
they are all rock, and all the stations are
good hardwood, well painted, with beau-
tiful platforms, fine baggage rooms, excel-
lent comforts for station agents; but they
are all locked, and cobwebs are beginning
to grow on the windows. I have seen that
for the past three years. Do you know why ?
Because there is a dispute between the con-
tractor who built them—and no doubt he
did his work splendidly—as to the value, or
as to prices, but the passengers will have
to remain on the platforms without shelter
from rain or storm, from snow or heat, or
have to stand on the track; and that is
going on, to my own knowledge and ex-
perience, for the past three years. This
country has to put up with that state of
affairs, this Canada of ours, and especially
Quebec, from which the senator from Mille
Iles and myself come; but we will not put
up with that without uttering a word of
complaint. Do you think that the cry for
pity, for mercy, for help, from the senator
from Mille Iles is not well timed? It is
late, it is a late cry. At Hervey Junction
I have seen passengers numbering any-
where ~frem two to three hundred, men,
women and children, many of the ladies
with babies in their arms, not only on one
occasion but on dozens, and every day it
was the same thing—waiting after they had
come down from <Cochrane and from La
Tuque to make connections at Hervey Junc-
tion with the Canadian Northern. I have
scen those citizens of Canada, I have seen
those mothers with their babies in their
arms, insulted by drunkards from the
shanty. There was no protection for them;
no police to look after them; and, of course,
vou will understand that men coming from
the shanty very often are not responsible;
but out of that two or three hundred it only
took three or four men to create disturb-
ances that were a disgrace to our adminis-
tration, and to our respect of womanhood.
And why? Do you know what was at
Hervey Junction? A box car that
had been derailed, that was  unfit
for pigs or for animals, and that
Hon. Mr. CLORAN.

was the station of the Canadian
Northern for at least eight or ten years, as
long as I have been going there. They had
a better station eleven years ago, but it was
burned down, and they put up this de-
railed box car, a cattle car, and they made
the women -and children go in there and
buy tickets. Why, you would mnot go in
there 40 sell a pig. One day six or seven
years ago I saw 250 or 300 passengers on
the platform of the mo-called station wait-
ing for the train. I went into the telegraph .
office and wired to the Railway Commission
that they were mot doing their duty by the
people of the country, and that the things
that were going on at Hervey Junction were
a disgrace-to civilization. I sent that to the
late minister, who was then a commissioner
on the Railway Commission, Mr. Bernier,
and my appeal had its effect, for a few
months after a beautiful 'station was put
up, a regular junction platform was built
for the convenience of the traffic. When
I went back next year the station was fin-
ished, bedutifully painted, all hardwood,
everything fine, and I tried to get in the
door, but I was told it ‘had not been opened
since I left the previous year. Now, that
is the way things are going on; it was not
opened because the -contractor who built
that first-class station could not get his pay
from the department. The Canadian North-
ern who were getting $45,000,000 last year,
are still keeping the people in the old box
car not fit for dogs or pigs. I want that to
go out to the world—not fit for dogs or pigs
—and yet doing an immense amount -of
business dn express, telegraph, baggage, -
and passengers. I venture to say that at
Hervey Junction there is more traffic, profit-
able traffic for the Canadian Northern and
the Grand Trunk Pacific than at any other
station between Montreal and Quebec. And
that is the district that the hon. senator
has been representing for the last several
yvears. Do you wonder at his indignation?
Do you wonder at my exposé of the facts?
I am not indignant; I got-over it; I am
exposing the facts just as they are; but do
you wonder at his indignant exposing of
these things on behalf of himself and those
that he represents? Will not the Govern-
ment come down and use some means
whereby respect can be given to ordinary
common females with their children? That
is 4 plain question. Cannot they do it? I
am putting the expression so that they will
understand; if I talked to them of ladies
they would not understand. There is the
condition of things at Hervey Junction
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along the Canadian Northern and along
the Grand Trunk Pacific. I hold that there
is no party politics, there is no partisanship
in this, but it ought to be up to.every man
in this House to call upon the Govern-
ment to have this situation of affairs rem-
edied. That is the plain English of it. I
have been down there looking at those
poor creatures. They can mnot do it; they
can not pull the Minister of Railways or
the Railway Commission by the coat-tail,
but we can grab them by the scruff of the
neck and make them do it if we want to.
That is the size of it. We ought to assist
these poor people. Now the other point is
this—and this is where the Government
comes in—from Hervey Junction, in fact
from Montreal to Hervey Junction and
from Quebec to Hervey Junction on the
Canadian Northern, I say, it was the most
profitable station—not counting in Joliette
or L’Assomption or any of those—as a
whole. While the Grand Trunk Pacific
was under construction 4rains were run
by the firm who built that section,
Macdonald and O’Brien. They ran trains
from Hervey Junction to La Tuque, some
12 miles, to Mosquito, some 25 or 50 miles.
They coined money with two trains a day.
The Canadian Northern had a line from
Hervey Junction down by the north, they
had to go some 10 or 15 miles further and
then up to La Tuque. The Canadian North-
ern gave the Grand Trunk Pacific every
possible obstacle to overcome before they
could get a stick of timber or a rail. While
we voted 45 millions last year and are ad-
vancing some ten or fifteen millions this
year, that is what the Canadien Northern
has been doing to our mational railway con-
struction. Macdonald and O’Brien had
every difficulty in the world to get in their
supplies; but once they had a foothold,
they established a system of trains; and as
soon as a mile of road was built the train
ran that mile. Those two men, Macdonald
and O’Brien, gave more satisfaction to the
people of that region for hundreds of miles
than has the entire Government of Canada,
and I am glad to be able to say that they
lost nothing by it, for the traffic was good
and they got returns, both in trade and
passengers; but now that this traffic has
been handed over to the Government what
do we find, according to the senator from
Mille Isle? Closed down; that beautiful
road, that richly built road going to waste.
Last spring 1 saw myself, where ties laid
seven years ago were rotten, where rails
were tusty, and beautiful rails, some 82 or
86 pounds; where the station was being cov-

ered with cobwebs, with every door locked
and every window shut. That is the con-
dition of things in that section of the coun-
try—a section which calls for colonization
along the hardest lines in the Dominion
of Canada, a section where they have no
open fields, simply having to scratch the
earth and sow the grain and then reap the
harvest; colonization down in those dis-
tricts takes the greatest pluck of a man,
the strongest sinew that a man can form to
do the work, whereas the western farmer,
simply by looking at it, can get a crop,
while the fellow out in our section has to
work mighty hard and toil long before he
can get results. And this is the treatment
that is meted out to them by the Govern-
ment of the day in regard to this national
railway. The hon. senator from Mille Isle
can see for himself that I speak from the
feelings of my heart and from knowledge
of the facts that have been before me. I
,was 100 long without saying anything. I
do not suppose the leader of the Govern-
ment can cure all the evils, or give a rem-
edy for all the ills that we suggest to him,
but I hope that he will seriously bring this
matter to the attention of the Government,
and especially the department whom it may
concern. I know that he has a difficult
position to fill here in listening to the tales
of woe of everybody, and to the demands
for ‘mercy and pity, and appeals for grace,
and for this and that. I say here deliber-
ately that it is a shame, and it is not fair
to the leader of the Government to place.
him in that position of having to respond
to all the demands made upon him by 87
senators representing different parts of the
Dominion. I give him credit for his abil-
ity, I give him credit for his good will, but
it is not fair to him or to the country that
all those demands should be considered by
him alone in this country; and I say again
to the .senator from Mille Isle that the
people of Quebec will thank him for what
he has done to-day.

Hon. Mr. DAVID—I forgot to say that
the hon senator for De Lanaudiére (Hon.
Mr. Casgrain) has a motion, and perhaps it
would only be fair for him to speak.

Hon. Mr. GORDON—I have great regard
for the sincerity of the hon. senator drom
Mille Isle, and I wish to ask him, if a {rain
had been run this year from Cochrane down
to Hervey Junction, which he says is a
distance of 700 miles—

Hon. Mr. DAVID—I said from Cochrane .

to Quebec.
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Hon. Mr. GORDON—Well, from Coch-
rane to Quebec—I am of opinion, and I
think he will find universal agreement that
I am right, that not one car of pulpwood
would have gone from Cochrane or from
Abitibi in that direction. It is an economio
impossibility because the Transcontinental
and Northern Ontario railway runs from
Cochrane to Toronto, and from Cochrane
down to Niagara Falls would be only about
500 miles to the pulp mills at the Falls,
where they require the pulpwood—about
200 miles less than from Cochrane to Que-
bec according to the distance given by my
hon. friend. The Timiskaming and North-
ern Ontario railway is drawing pulpwood
at a very low Tate in order to help out the
settlers. I understand the rate is only one-
half cent per ton per mile. Now, hon. gen-
tlemen will see at a glance that it would
‘be impossible for the other road to give a
rate anything like that and draw the pulp-
wood so much farther. In connection with
this point I want to say still further that
thousands of cords more would come down
from Cochrane and that vicinity, and be
marketed in the American market on the
frontier this year, were it not for the fact

"that pulpwood can be brought in and is

being brought in during the summer months
from the island of Anticosti at a much
cheaper price than it can be delivered for,
from up there.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN=—Is the hon. gen-
tleman sure that any pulpwood has never
come from the island of Anticosti to the
upper lakes?

Hon. Mr. GORDON—Yes, plenty of it;

thousands of cords go from Amnticosti right '

up to Ogdensburg. If you go over to
Ogdensburg you will see thousands of cords
being unloaded from the boats which came
from the island of Amnticosti.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Why cannot y6u do
it right here in Canada?

Hon. Mr. GORDON—Last summer I had
occasion to ask one of the firms who were
purchasing wood from Anticosti why they
could not purchase more of it up in the
locality from which the hon. gentleman
wants the wood to be transferred down to-
wards Quebec, and that was the reason he
gave me.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—What was the rea-
son? .

Hon. Mr. GORDON—I want to point out
further that around Abitibi during this
winter pulpwood is being taken out and

Hon. Mr. DAVID.

sold by the farmers from the province of
Quebec, delivered in that lake at & price
which I am sure they could mot obtain to
bring that pulpwood either east or west.
With regard to what might be done with
pulpwood or lumber after you get farther
east than Abitibi, I kmow mot, but. I would
just say that one large item which the hon.
gentleman mentioned as an inducément for
the Government to operate the railway-
was 2,000,000 feet of lumber at $2.50 per
thousand. Perhaps if some hon. gentlemen
are not so accustomed as I am to handling
lumber, and they might think that would
amount to a lot of money, but-it really
only amounts to ebout $5,000. I am, there-
fore, of opinion that if my hon. friend” will
look into this ‘matter a little more thorough-
ly he will find that if that road had been
operated in that vicinity this year it would
have incurred an extremely heavy loss.
I have been up in that country consider-
ably, and have travelled over the Trans-
continental, and one of the very things
which my hon. friend érom Montreal men-
tioned as a reason why the road should be
operated—because of the great.and beau-
tiful stations which are built along there—
is one of the things which in future will
militate against our freight rates. I could
go with you 4o places where there is mo
chance or possibility of trade being ob-
tained, but where stations have been built
that are good emough for towns of 10,000 or
15,000 population. That was one of the
great objections and one of the great faults
I have to find with the construction of that
road, and I think hon. gentlemen who
would accompany me over that road would
also come to the same conclusion. Having
placed my hon. friend right as to its being
an economic impossibility to ship pulp-
wood mup there, I am sure he would in-
vestigate the matter a little further and
find out.he is wrong.

Hon. Mr. DAVID—I would like to ask
the hon. gentleman what is the object of
Jetting the road rust there? Does he not
think that the Government should operate
the railway on that section?

Hon. Mr. GORDON—That is a matter to
be taken up between the Government and
the Grand Trunk Pacific railway; I do not
know anything about it, but I can tell the
hon. gentleman this much that it is a good
thing dor the country to-day that the Gov-
ernment is not operating it. Imagine a
train leaving Winnipeg to-day and going
to Moncton ; what would it have in the way
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of passenger or freight? You know as well
as I do that they would have nothing to
carry, and that we would be up against it
tremendously. If my good friend will travel
over the Canadian Pacific railway to-day
he would find millions of dollars’ worth of
locomotives and cars that have been tied
up all- winter. That road is mnot doing a
fifth of what it is able to do; therefore,
what should we expect the other road to be
doing to-day if other trains were running
over it?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I would ask the
House if they will agree to adjourn this
debate? I would like to speak on this sub-
ject on Tuesday or Wednesday mnext. I
therefore move the adjournment of the
debate until Wednesday next, unless the
leader of the Government is prepared to
speak now.

Hon. Mr. LQOUGHEED—No; I shall look
forward with a good deal of interest to what
my hon. friend has to say upon the subject.

The motion was agreed to.

- BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill- No. 4, An Act respecting the Alberta
Central Railway Company.—Hon. Mr. De
Veber.

Bill No. 5, An Act respecting the Atha-
baska and Grande Prairie Railway Com-
pany.—Hon. Mr. Talbot.

Bill No. 6, An Act respecting the Brant-
ford and Hamilton Electric Railway Com-
pany.—Hon. Mr. Ratz.

Bill No. 7, An Act respecting the British
Celumbia and White River Railway Com-
pany.—Hon. Mr. Casgrain. -

Bill No. 9, An Act respecting the Essex
Terminal Railway Company.—Hon. Mr.
Taylor.

Bill No. 10, An Act respecting the Grand
Trunk Railway Company of Canada.—Hon.
Mr. Thompson.

Bill No. 13, An Act respecting the Mon-
treal and Southern Counties Railway Bill.
—Hon. Mr. Casgrain. - :

Bill No. 21, An Act respecting the Can-
adian Northern Ontario Railway Company.
—Hon. Mr. Jones.

Bill No. 22, An Act respecting the Can-
adian Northern Quebec Railway Company.
—Hon. Mr. Mitchell.

Bill No. 23, An Act respecting the James
Bay and Eastern Railway Company.—Hon.
Mr. Mitchell. ~

Bill No. 24, An Act respecting the Ottawa
and New York Railway Company.—Hon.
Mr. Davis.

/

Bill No. 25, An Act respecting the South
Ontario Pacific Railway Company.—Hon.
Mr. McHugh. %

Bill No. 26, An Act respecting the South-
ern Central Pacific Railway Company.—
Hon. Mr. Bostock. i

Bill No. 39, An Act to amend the Can-
ada Patriotic Fund Act, 1914.—Hon. Mr.
Lougheed. > :

SENATE AND HOUSE OF COMMONS
ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

FIRST READING.

A message was received from.the House
of Commons with Bill No. 67, An Act to
amend the Senate and House of Commons
Act.

The Bill was read the first time.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved that the
Bill be read a second time on Tuesday next.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—What is the nature
of the Bill?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—On account of
several members -of the House of Com}
mons, and possibly some members of this
honourable body, having gone to the war,
it is proposed that the Senate and the
House of Commons Act should not apply
to them, and that their absence from Parlia-
ment on active service during the war
should not render them ineligible as mem-
bers, and likewise that they should be en-
titled to their indemmity during their ab-
sence.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—That is all right.

" OMISSION 1IN - DEBATES.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Yesterday afternoon,
while the House was in session I performed
a duty for an absent colleague in asking
the House to have the second reading of
a very important Bill put over until this
day week, which request the House grace-
fully granted. At the same time I gave
my reasons for doing so, although not father
of the Bill, but simply to please the hon.
gentleman in charge of the Bill. I ex-
plained why this postponement was asked
and the reasons 1 gave were that the Bill
was a very important one; that the Gov-
ernment through one of its principal de-
partments had the matter under study,
that there was no opposition so far as
could be ascertained to the principle of
the Bill, but that the amendment dovetail-
ing that principle into the Companies Act,
might create difficulty. Thereupon I asked -
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this honourable House to have the Bill
postponed until Thursday next. Not one
. word of what I said yesterday appears in
the Senate Debates to-day, and I make this
explanation not for myself but for the sake
of the hon. gentleman who is unavoidably
absent, and who would like to see that his
Bill has not been scantily dealt with. T hope
whoever controls the debates of the Senate
will see that the remarks I now make are
not cast aside, as imy remarks yesterday
were. 1 do not know who is Chairman of
the Debates, but my understanding is that
every word uttered, gramatical or otherwise,
should go down in the ‘ Senate Debates.”

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The remarks of
my hon. friend should certainly have ap-
peared in the Debates. Personally I am
not aware of the reason why they were
omitted. I feel reasonably assured that the
reporters would not have purposely omitted
my hon. friend’s observations. The omis-
sion must be entirely by mistake, and I
would suggest to my hon. friend that he
should mention the matter to the reporters,
and I am sure that any oversight of that
kind will be rectified.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I have done so.

ERROR IN MINUTES.

Hon. Mr. POWER—Before we adjourn I
desire to call attention to an error in the
Minutes of the proceedings of yesterday. In
the Minutes of yesterday appears the fol-
lowing:

With leave of the Senate,

The Honourable Mr. Casgrain moved, sec-
conded by the Honourable Mr. Corby.

That, pending further orders, when the Senate
adjourns on Friday it do stand adjourned until
Tuesday, at eight o’clock in the evening.

The question of concurrence being put thereon,
the same was resolved in the affirmative, and

Ordered accordingly.

Now my remembrance of what took place
would go to show that the Minutes do not
faithfully represent what occurred. The
hon. gentleman from De Lanaudiére (Hon.
Mr. Casgrain) moved that when the Senate
adjourned on Fridays it do stand adjourned
until Tuesday at three o’clock in the after-
noon. The hon. gentleman ‘from De Lan-
audiére reduced his motion to writing, and
it was put from the Chair, and there was
no amendment made or suggested to that
motion, as far as I remember, and conse-
quently it seems to me -that there is mo
justification for the entry in the Minutes.
I find that the Debates confirm my own

Hon. Mr. CLORAN.

remembrance ©of what took place. The
Debates at page 44 read as follows:

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I move, seconded by
the hon. senator from Belleville (Hon. Mr.
Corby) that, pending further orders, when the
Senate adjourns on Friday it do stand
adjourned until Tuesday at three o’clock.

The SPEAKER—That motion cannot be put,
unless the hon. leader of the House withdraws
his motion to adjourn.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I withdraw my
motion.

The SPEAKER—Then the question is on the
motion of the hon. senator from De Lanaudidre
(Hon. Mr. Casgrain).

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
three o’clock.

I think it very important that what hap-
pens here should be correctly recorded;
and I call attention to this matter because
the resolution affects not only our meeting
on Tuesday next, but the meeting of every
Tuesday during the remainder of the ses-
gion, and until otherwise ordered; and I
assume the clerk will see that the Minutes
are corrected.

Hon. Mr. TAYLOR—I would like to in-
quire if the hon. gentleman from Halifax
has read the whole of the Debates, because
if I remember correctly His Honour the
Speaker put the motion at three o’clock,
and he said “I cannot understand the
figure whether it is three or eight,” and a
great .many members sung out “eight
o’clock,” and he accordingly put it eight
o’clock.,

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—That is right.

The SPEAKER—As a matter of fact I
think the version.given by my hon. friend
from Leeds is a correct one. I put the mo-
tion first for three o’clock, and half @ dozen
members asked for eight o’clock, and in
response to those rephes I said, ““ well the
figure on my motion is so confused I do not
know whether it is 3 or 8,” and then I put
it eight o’clock, and it was carried in that
way.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I objected, for one.

The Senate adjourned until three o’clock
to-morrow.

THE SENATE.
Friday, March 5, 1915.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
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BRITISH COLUMBIA BETTER TERMS
* COMMISSION.

IN QUIRY.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK inquired of the Gov-
ernment: ;

1. Has the third commissioner been seletced
for the British Columbia Better Terms Com-
mission? If so, what is his name, and when
was he appointed? r

2. Has any work been done by the other
members of the commission or the secretary
during the financial year 1914-1915? :

3. What has been the cost of the commis-
sion from the time of the first appointment to
the present date? : >

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are as fol-
lows: :

1. The third commissioner has not been
selected yet.

2. The two commissioners, Messrs. Lash
and Bodwell had one meeting, and much
correspondence regarding the appointment
of the third commissioner. The secretary
conducted the correspondence and performed
the work pertaining to the duties of his
office.

3. $8,095.

The Senate adjourned until Tuesday next
at 8 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Tuesday, March 9, 1915.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Eight
o’clock.

N

Prayers and routine proceedings.

EMERGENCY CURRENCY AND
GOVERNMENT ADVANCES.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY inquired of the
Government:

The names of the banks who took advantage
of the emergency currency; the amounts bor-
rowed; the rate of interest charged; also the
names of trust companies, railway corporations
who have been advanced money by the Gov-
ernment ; the rate of interest charged; also the
amount borrowed?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—As to the first
part of my hon. iriend’s question, the Gov-
ernment does not regard it as expedient to
give detailed information as to the advances
made to the individual banks. Then pro-
ceeding from that point I would say: the
sum of $14,439,767.55 was borrowed by Can-
adian banks from the Government under

the provisions of the Finance Act, 1914.
Of this sum $7,047,267.55 has béen repaid.’
No advances have been made to trust com-
panies.

The following amounts have been ad-
vanced to railway companies: $10,000,000
to the Canadian Northern Railway Com-
pany upon the security of $12,500,000 of
that company’s four per cent debenture
stock guaranteed by the Dominion under
the provisions of The Canadian Northern
Railway Guarantee Act, 1914. These sums
were placed to the credit of the Minister
of Finance and paid out under the pro-
visions of the deed of trust securing the
issue of said debenture stock. This ad-
vance is repayable, May 1, 1915, with in-
terest at five per cent per annum. $6,000,000
advanced to the Grand Trunk Pacific Rail-
way Company upon the security of $7,500,-
000 of that company’s four per cent bonds
guaranteed by the Dominion under the pro-
visions of The Grand Trunk Pacific Guar-
antee Act, 1914. These sums were placed
to the credit of the Minister of Finance
and paid out under the provisions of the
deed of trust securing thé issue of said
bonds. This advance is repayable May 1,
1916, with interest at five per cent per
annum.

The . Government does not regard it as
expedient to give detailed information as
to the advance made to individual banks.

Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY—The hon. leader
does not tell us what rate of interest the
banks are paying.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Yes; five per
rcent. That is the rate fixed by the Act.

TRANSFER OF GOVERNMENT STEAMER
EARL GREY TO RUSSIAN
GOVERNMENT.

: MOTION DROPPED.
The Order of the Day being called:
Hon. Mr. PROWSE :—

That an humble address be presented to tus
Royal Highness the Governor General, praying
that His Royal Highness shall submit to this
House copies of all letters, telegrams, corre-
spondence, and documents, in connection witn
the transfer of the Government steamer Earl
Grey to the Russian Government.

!

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—As the information
asked for in this motion has been supplied
by the Government in the Lower House, I
withdraw the motion.
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PARLIAMENTARY REPRESENTATION
OF PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND IN
THE HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE moved:
That an humble address be presented to ‘His

‘Royal Highness the Governor General, praying

that Your Royal Highness will be pleased to
transmit the following address to His Most
Excellent Majesty the King, as follows:
His Most Excellent Majesty the King:

We, your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal
subjects, the Senate of Canada in Parliament
assembled, desire most earnestly in our own
name and on behalf of the people whom we re-
present, to renew the expression of our un-
swerving loyalty and devotion to your Majesty's
person or Government. =

We wouid respectfully represent to your Ma-
jesty that at a general election in Prince Ed-
Wward Island held in the year 1873 A.D. upon
the question of the entry of that Island into
the Dominion of Canada it was clearly under-
atood that the Island should for all time have
a representation of not less than six members
in the House of Commons of Canada.

And that the electors of the Island at that
election voted in favour of becoming a Prov-
ince of this Dominion on the clear and distinct
understanding that the new province should for
all time, be so represented by not jess than six
members in the House of Commons. =~

And that in drafting the terms upon which
Prince Fdward Island should become part of
this Dominion, the proviso with regard to e
permanent representation of not less than six
members +4n the House of Commons was
through inadvertence or mistake omitted to be
snzerted.

And that by reason of such omission the
province of Prince Edward Island has frcm
time to time been reduced in her represeata-
tion in the House of Commons, until now her
representation therein has been reduced by half.

We would respectfully request your Majesty

to be graciously pleased to give your consent |

to submitting a measure to the Parliament of
the “United Kingdom to amend certain provisions
of the British North America Act, 1867, and any
Act amending the same or any Order in Council
or terms or conditions of union made or &p-
proved under the said Acts or any Acts of the
Parliament of Canada. In such a manner that
the province of Prince Pdward Island shall, in
accordance with the understanding upon which
that province agreed to become a part of the
Dominion of Canada, be henceforth represented
in the House of Commons of Canada by not
less than six members, being two from each
county of said province.

All of which we humbly pray your Majesty tc
take into jour favourable and gracious con-
sideration.

He said: I have several objects in view
in bringing this matter before this honour-
able House. While it has been threshed out
once or twice on the floor of this Chamber,
and at some great length at different times
during the last twenty years in the Lower
House, the grievance of Prince Edward Is-
land has mever been corrected. All those

Hon, Mr. PROWSE.

who have looked into the matter and taken
the trouble to study it up, know well enough
that an error was made by the Fathers of
Confederation. When Prince Edward -Is-
land entered Confederation, six years aiter
the British North America Act was com-
piled, she went in with the distinct under-
standing that she should have at least six
members in the House of Commons for all
time to come. I do not know who is re-
sponsible for the mistake, and I do not
intend to attempt to find out, but I will
endeavour to prove that there was a mis-
take made, and the mistake was made by
both sides. The different telegrams and
correspondence in connection with the con-
tract then made, between the Dominion of
Canada and Prince Edward Island, all
proved beyond a doubt that the intention
of the framers of that contract was that
Prince Edward Island was to have six mem-
bers for all time. Had the members then
constituting the Dominion of Canada told
the representatives of Prince Edward Is-
land, “ Well gentlemen we will concede you
six representatives, but after ten years, or
possibly two decades, we will reduce it to
five, possibly dour, and then eventually
take all your representation away,” do you
think these men for one moment would
have consented to Prince Edward Island
coming into Confederation? I say we would
remain to-day a- province governing our-
selves, and never would have formed part
of the Dominion of Canada under those
conditions. The reason I want to make
the statement I am making is this, a lot of
the older men in the Senate had heard
this question threshed out time and again,
but we have many new senators who have
come in lately, and who are not acquainted
with the facts of the case. The men who
came up here to assist in the forming of the
union of Prince Edward Island were not
straw men—they were men of ability. We
have not any abler men to-day. I know
the names of these men, and some of the
older members of this House will be fam-
iliar with them; names such as Hon. J. C.
Pope, Mr. Haviland, Mr. Howlan, Mr.
Hensley, Hon. Mr. Duncan, Robt. Hay-
thorne, and Ed. Palmer are familiar to all
hon. gentlemen. Do hon. members suppose
for one moment that those men would come
up here, and then go back with a contract
which permitted their representation to be
reduced and reduced again? Do hon. gen-
tlemen think you could have found a man
on either side of politics that would have
stood for it? Now when it is clear that an




MARCH 9, 1915

47

injustice has been done to Prince Edward
Island, it is only right and just that we as
a body should rectify it.

Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY—How ‘could it
be done?

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—By an amendment to
the British North America Act.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—By an amendment
to the British North America Act. A reso-
lution came up irom the Lower House last
year and if the matter had come over here in
a separate petition, it would have been car-
ried by this House, and would have granted
Prince Edward Island a representation of
four. If we can amend the British North

- America Act to grant Prince Edward Island
four members in the House of Commons
when the constitution only allows three,
I say we can amend that constitu-
tion so as to allow the province six, which
is right and just. I would like to talk for
about an hour and a half on this, gentle-
men, but I do not like to take up your
time; I am going to ask the privilege of
the House, however, to present a brief pre-
pared by the Hon. John A. Matheson, Pre-
mier of Prince Edward Island, which covers
the ground. It takes in all the correspond-
ence, the telegrams, and the different de-
bates of the Lower House on both gides of
politics, and it shows beyond a doubt that
there was not in the minds of any s&ingle
individual the idea that our representation
should at any time be reduced. With the
privilege of the House I will submit this,
and ask that it be copied in our Debates:

8everal hon. GENTLEMEN—Agreed.

“Hon. Mr. PROWSE: The brief to which
I have reference is as follows:

‘When this province entered Contederation, it
was allowed six representatives, though on a
ga.sis of population it would only have obtained

ve. 3

On the redistribution following the census of
1881 no reduction was made although it had
still but five units of representation.

After the census of 1891 representation was
reduced to five.

. After the census of 1501 it was reduced to
our.

If the same principle is applied, the next
Redistribution Bill will reduct its representa-
tion to three.

It is claimed that according to the spirit of
the terms upon which Prince Edward Islana
entered Confederation, the original number of
its representatives should nct be decreased,
and that in order to carry out the true compact
that number should be restored.

The first Confederation Conference was held
in Charlottetown, September, 1864; an ad-

journed meeting was held in Quebec, October,
1864.

Prince Edward Island refused to enter into
union unless six representatives were conceded.

The following extracts from the speeches of
the Island delegates at the Quebec Conference
show definitely their reasons for standing out:

Mr. Haviland:

“Prince BEdward Island would rather be out
of the Confederation than consent to this mo-
tion. We would have no status, only five mem-
bers out of one hundred and ninety-four wouild
give the Island no position.”

Mr. Palmer:

“ Representation by population is not appli-
cable when a certain number of provinces are
throwing up their self-government and indivi-
duality. When a colony surrenders that right
she should have something commensurate n
the Confederation. Why give up so great cer-
tainties where we have only a feeble voice? I
never understood that any proposition at Char-
lottetown was to be binding as to representation
by population.”

Colonel Grey:

“] am instructed by my co-delegate to say
that the provision of flve members is unsatis-
faotory.”

At the following session of the Legislature
of Prince Edward Island held in 1865, the Que-
bec resolutions were discussed. These resolu-
tions provided :

17. The basis of representation in the House
of Commons, shall be population, as determined
by the official census every ten years; and the
number of members at first shall be one hun-
dred and ninety-four, distributed as follows:

Upper Canada.. .. .« «o o0 oo +o 82
Lower Can@da.. .. -« «+ »o oo oo 68
Nova Scotia.. .. .. .. 19
New Brunswick.. .. T )
Newfoundland.. .. . iae 8

and Prince Edward Island.. .. .. 5

The Honourable J. C. Pope, Prime Minister,
afterwards Minister of Marine, said:

«1f the relative circumstances of Canada and
this Island rendered a Union practicable, the
evident injustice of the terms agreed to by the
Quebec Conference would prevent their being
ratified by the Legislature of this Isiand. With-
out admitting the principle of representation
according to population under all circumstances
to be sound, it is, in the opinion of this House,
particularly objectionable as applied to this
Island in connection with Canada, taking into
consideration that the number of our inhabitants
is and must continue comparatively small, owing
to the fact that we have no Crown lands, mines,
minerals, or other resources sufficient to induce
immigrants to settle here, and that we never
can expect to become to any extent a manufac-
turing people in consequence of our navigation
being closed for nearly half the year, and all
trade and communication with other countries
stopped.”

And later, in the same debate, Mr. Pope is
reported thus: .

“ Among these objections I may mention the
principle of representation by population. A
very simple -calculation will show that the
adoption of this as a standard would entitle the
city of London to send to the British House of
Commons no less than seventy representatives,
and the city of Montreal in the Confederate
Parliament would have a representation greater
than that of this Island. Its statistics warrant
ke heliaf that in a few vears the population will
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be so increased by the influx of the tide of im-
migration that the Island would lose in the
halls of legislation even the small voice which
she might raise at her entrance in to the union.’
({Debatesg P.E.I. Legislature, 1865, p. 45, et seq.)
s Honourable Mr. Hensley : -

“The terms of the report before us are, in my
opinion, very unfavourable to this Island. On
the scale of representattion proposed, we would
be without the slightest influence in the United
Parliament. It is true that, if we went into the
proposed Union, we would have no right to ex-
pect as large a number of representatives as
either of the Lower Provinces, but then why
should we throw away the independence which
we now enjoy?” (Debates P.E.I. Legislature,
1865, p. 50 et seq.)

' Mr. Howlan:

“ Representation by population might be very
well for Canada herself, but in a general Union
of the Colonies, it would operate injuriously for
the Maritime Provinces, as they could not expect
to protect their interests when they would have
to contend with one hundred of a clear majority
over their own representation. This principle
would give the city of Montreal with its one
hundred thousand inhabitants one representa-
tive more than this Island. Quite different is
the representation of Great Britain, for while
London has about the same population as
Scotland, that city has only sixteen members in
the House of Commons, while Scotland has fifty-
three. But it may be argued that as our popula-
tion increases our representation will increase.
This is very doubtful. Indeed, under the opera-
tion of the 20th and 21st clauses of the report it
seems probable that we might lose our repre-
sentation altogether. Lower Canada is always
to have sixty-five members, and the representa-
tion of the other Colonies is to be arranged
cvery ten years 80 as to give each the same ratio
to population as she will then posses. Now
should the population of Lower Canada increase
more rapidly than that of this Island, which is
almost certain to be the case, our representa-
tion would decrease, and we would be left per-
haps without a member at all.” =7

Mr. Duncan: ’

“As to the General Legislature I consider the
representation in it allowed to this Island un-
fair and unjust. The five representatives allotted
to us in the Lower House would not give the
Colony much influence there; but as our popula-
tion will not increase so rapidly as that of
Canada, there is a prospect, through the opera-
tion of one clause in the report, that our five
representatives would dwindle down to three.
Taking all these points into consideration, there-
fore, it is clear to me that we have nothing to
gain and much to lose by adopting the Quebec
scheme.” (Debates P.E.I. Legislature, 1865,
p. 65, et seq.)

The above extracts represent the attitude of
both political parties in the province at that
time.

The Canadian Government continued desirous
to round off Confederation with the addition of
Prince Edward Island, but no definite progress
was made until the year 1873 when that Gov-
ernment at last conceded six members as the
following correspondence shows:

Telegram from Robert P. Haythorne to Lieu-
test'}gnt-covernor Robinson, dated February 26,
2k . .

“Held two conferences. Increase of annual
allowance. Probable yield six representatives.”

Telegram from Robert P. Haythorne to
Lieutenant-Governor Robinson, March 6, 1873:

Hon, Mr. PROWSE.

* H.ghly probable get six representatives; try
and send reply Council as soon as possible.”

Telegram from Lieutenant-Governor Robin-
son to Robert P. Haythorne:

“ Council will concur in advising dissolution.
We hope six representatives will be conceded.”

Telegram to the Honourable Edward Palmer
from Robert Haythorne, March 6, 1873:

“ Except modifications stated and
difference old deb:i, better terms allowed.
members conceded.”

First Ground.

That we were to have a minimum representa-
tion of six is made clear enough from the evi-
dence and facts above submitted. By some
oversight or mistake the memorandum embody-
ing the terms did not in clear and unequivocal
language provide for such. That, however, was
the joint mistake of both contracting parties
and a mutual mistake should never be held to
be binding. Had there been more care shown
at that time in seeing that the understanding
for a minimum representation of six had been
clearly placed in the agreement, no one would
have made the least objection. We are simply
asking now that the mistake then made be cor-
rected.

Second ground.

The decline in the population of this prov-
ince was owing in some degree to the failure of
Canada to carry out its contract to place ‘the
Island in continuous communication with the
railway system of the Dominion.”

Prior to Confederation, this Island had a well
established commerce directly with Great Briti-
ain, the West Indies and other lands, and had
a very small proportion of its commerce with
the colonies now comprised in Canada. By en-
tering the union the direction and control of its
commerce and industrial development were de-
livered over to Canada; the independent lines
of trade which the Island had established were
diverted to Canadian channels and continuous
communication with the mainland as a conse-
quence became essential to its welfare.

Canada defaulted on its contract—It is un-
necessary to set forth in detail the extent or
this default. It was admitted in 1901 when the
Dominion agreed to pay annually to this prov-
ince the sum of thirty thousand dollars * for
nen-fulfilment of the terms of union as respects
the maintenance of efficient steam communica-
tion both swnmer and winter between the
Island and the mainland.”

The utter inadequacy of this allowance need
not be considered in this connection. The point
is that the breach of contract was admitted by
Canada.

Prior to Confederation this Island was
doubling its population every thirty years; its
revenues were doubling every twelve years. In
1841, its population was 47,034; in 1871—the
last census before Confederation—it was 94,021,
At a steadily diminishing ratio of increase it
reached 109,078 in 1891 and then declined
rapidly to 93,722 in 1911.

If the pro-Confederation ratio of increase
had been maintained the population would now
be 219,000. .

In the neighbouring colony of Newfoundland,
in which the natural advantages were much
less and where ratio of increase had always
been much lower, the population increased from
161,374 in 1874 when its census was taken, to

interesi
Six
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upwards of 240,000 in 1911. Population always
tends to move from disadvantage to advantage.

It is but fair to assume that the unfavourable
conditions brought about in this province by
the non-fulfiiment of the terms of Confedera-
tion had much to do with its loss of population
and it is contended that it is most unjust that
this province should be penalized by Canada for
Canada's default.

It is impossible to come to any other conclu-
sion than that the draughtsman in drawing up

the terms of Union overlooked the agreement

that had been arrived at-as to representation
and neglected to use words necessary to provide
for & minimum representation. It is clear that
our province refused to accept the Quebec terms
because that minimum of six was denied us.

Is it reasonable to suppose that, having re-
fused to come in for nine years on account ot
the smallness of the representation which the
Quebec terms offered, all these objections would
vanish in 1873 and that the Island would join
the Union knowing that it would only have six
members for a few years?

After the census of 1891 we lost one member.
After that of 1901 another, and unless this Con-
ference comes to our relief with a recommenda-
tion we will certainly lose a third as a result
of the census of 1911; and in a few years our
province will only have one representative in
the House and eventually none at all. When
this takes place an intolerable situation will
arise. Taxation without representation is under
constitutional government impossible, and to
this Prince Edward Island is steadily drifting.

It is not the part of wisdom to wait till that

day arrives. The remedy should be given and

the mistake under which our province .suffers

should be corrected now. Delay only aggravates

_the situation and renders the final adjustment
more difficult.

Dated at Ottawa, this 27th day of October
"A.D. 1913.:

There is not a single hon. gentleman
in this House who after reading this
carcfully will say that Prince Edward
Island is not rightly.and justly entitled to
her six representatives. I will add that,
while T am a young man—though possibly
I may not live any longer than some of
the older gentlemen—as long as I am in
this House I will never rest satisfied until
Prince Edward Island gets her just rights.

Several hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

The SPEAKER—What is the motion to
be put before the House? If the motion is
the one on the Order Paper, I do not know
that it is a proper motion. We might per-
haps discuss that question. The motion is
“ That a humble address be presented to
His Royal Highness the Governor General.”
That is the motion—to present an address;
but the address has not been carried by
this House nor by the House of Commons.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—We are going to fry
to carry it.

The SPEAKER—] am just pointing out
the difficulty; I am not giving a decision.
S5—4

REVISED

N

I am asking the hon. gentleman if he thinks
this motion is in order in this form—that we
should present an address to His Royal
Highness—an address which has not yet
been adopted by this House.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I{ the motion carries
it will be adopted.

_Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I will move the reso-
lution, seconded by the Hon. Mr. Yeo. If
required I will read it over.

The SPEAKER—As I understand the
procedure that should be followed, it would
be this: a motion to adopt the address
here, and then, after that address has been
adopted by this House, a8 a consequence
one of the members in this House will
present the address to His Excellency the
Governor General. By the present motion it
is asked to present to His Royal Highness
an address which has not yet been adopted.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Make a motion to
have the address adopted.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—I move that the fol-
lowing address be adopted.

Hon. ‘Mr. CASGRAIN—That is enough.

. Hon. Mr. PROWSE—"That an humble
address be presented to His Royal High-:
ness the Governor General”’— ¢

Several hon. GENTLEMEN—Dispense.

The SPEAKER—The hon. gentleman
moves now that the following address be
adopted by this House. If any one has
anything to say—

Several hon. GENTLEMEN—No.

The SPEAKER—It is moved by the Hon.
Mr. Prowse, seconded by the Hon. Mr.
Yeo—

Hon. Mr. POWER—Hon. Mr. Yeo is not
here.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Seconded by Senator
Cloran.

The SPEAKER—That the following ad-
dress be adopted. If we adopt the address,
then afterwards the address, as adopted, will
be sent to the Governor General.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—In rising to speak
to this motion—call it address or call it
what you will—I think I rise to a question
of fair play and a question of justice be-
tween the smaller element and the larger
element in Confederation. Confederation was
obtained under certain conditions; Confed-

eration was assured under the provisions

EDITION
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of the British North America Act guaran-
teeing the province of Quebec its undeni-
able right to have 65 members of the House
of Commons in that province, whether there
was 1,000,000,000 or 10,000,000 or 100,000,000
in the Dominion of Canada. That was the
stable basis of Confederation. Then one of
the next points made by the Fathers of Con-
federation was that certain questions should
belong to the Federal jurisdiction, and cer-
ta‘n other questions should come under
provincial jurisdiction. That was a sine
qua non put down by the Cartiers, put
down by the Dorions, put down by all the
able men of the province of Quebec, and
by the able men of Ontario. These con-
ditions have been fulfilled since 1867; con-
ditions of birthright, civil right, of repre-
sentation—in every branch of public life
have these conditions been respected by
the Confederation of that day, of four
provinces coming into this Dominion. Then
what do we find? We find British Colum-
bia coming in on a material condition—
a condition that a transcontinental railway
should be built from Halifax to Vancouver.
The Dominion has carried out that obliga-
tion, and has placed that far-away prov-

-ince of the union in harmony and in con-

junction with the rest of the Dominion.
Then we had Manitoba come in. S8ome say
—and probably the question will be raised
to-morrow—that Manitoba has violated one
of the essential conditions under which that
province came into the Dominion. I am
not prepared to discuss that now. I may
tell you that it was not the Federal power
that violated it. And finally we have that
little Island, the garden of the sea, mnot
thoroughly populated, not much more so
than the garden of Eden; but a finer spot
of earth than that cannot be duplicated
in the Dominion of Canada.

Hon. Mr. MURPHY—Or the continent of
America.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—It is a spot of earth
containing, at the time it came into Con-
federation, a sturdy population, a virtuous
population, and I may say, probably the
most intellectual population in the Domin-
jon of Canada, for Prince Edward Island
men are furnishing to-day the brains of
the universe to the United States and other
parts of the civilized world. Now the
Prince Edward Island people were happy
at home, they did not want any interference
from anybody or with anybody; they did
not want foreign laws to dominate their
commerce—and by foreign laws, I mean

Hon. Mr. CLORAN..

the laws of New Brunswick, or Nova Scotia,
or Quebec, or Ontario, that might " affect
their commerce. They were thriving well,
they were rich and happy until the time
they entered Confederation, under “certain
conditions. What has happened to that
little spot of land that lies on the bosom
of the Atlantic? The drawing of the island
into the Dominion did not destroy the fer-
tility of the soil, nor did it diminish the
beauty of its aspect, lying there as a tran-
quil swan or dove on the bosom of that
ocean; but what became of what every man
considers the greatest obligation he has to
fulfil, namely, respect for his rights and
liberty? The Prince Edward Island people
sacrificed these rights which had been used
in the best interests of the community; they
handed them over to the Dominion of Can-
ada on the ground—and it was the only
condition I think, which the island sought
to obtain from the Federal power of Can-
ada—‘‘ Gentlemen, we will go into your
country, but upon condition that the re-
presentation of our population to-day, which
numbers 100,000 or 105,000, will remain for
ever and ever the same. No matter whe-
ther we grow to be 200,000 or 300,000 or a
million of population, all we ask is that
you give to the island six members in a
Federal House of the Dominion of Canada.”
Now, to my mind there is no party ques-
tion in this, there is no political question
in it; there should not be, and there is
not. The only thing that should absord
the mind of public men in dealing  with
this question is respect for the principles
of justice, fair play, and common honesty.
That is the only duty that this great Domin-
jon of Canada has to perform towards that
helpless little island. The island came in
saying, “Yes, we will round up your
Dominion, we will be a part of you, on
condition that the representation we have
to-day, six in number, should not be re-
duced and shall not be augmented.” Now,
where is the statesman who is going to
cast aside an agreement of that kind, if
he be honest, if he be fair, and if he be
just? I care not how little the population
of the island may become. It has dwindled
from 105,000 down to 99,000 and 98,000, but
a dwindling population does not change
the nature of the contract and the principles
which underlie it—those of honesty and fair
play. There is no politics in that; there is
no party spirit in it. After all what would
six members count in a representation to-
day even of 225, and ten years from this of
three hundred members? But let Can-
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ada hold its name sacred in regard
to people who are unable to defend
themselves. As the question was put—I
forget by whom—when the senator from
Prince Edward Island was speaking to the
House, in order to preserve the provisions
of this contract what are you going to do?
That strikes me as an absolute decapitation
of the island. Why? Appeal to the people
of Canada over the heads of its represen-
tatives, if they are not fit to deal with a
questioh of that kind on a basis of honesty,
fair play and justice, according to contract.
The Island is not asking for the pound of
flesh. The Island tells Canada that if its
population increases it wants six members,
as granted under the Confederation Act,
and if the population diminishes it is not
up to the bigger dog to chop up the little
dog and eat him alive. The hon. member
from Charlottetown did not say it in those
words, but I will express it in that way. It
practically means that when the population
of Canada becomes 40 or 50 or 75 millions,
that Island will not have a single repre-
sentative, but will be chewed up by the
bigger dog. Is the Parliament of Canada
going to stand for such doctrine in regard
to national agreements, and national con-
tracts? I know that what we say here
to-night will have no immediate effect, but
I hold that if the senators would have the
courage of their convictions, and put them
down in black and white, in years to corae
they would bear fruit, and the electors of
the future would understand that the appeal
of the downtrodden Island should be heard
and met in all fairness and justice..

Hon. Mr. MURPHY—Hon. gentlemen will
remember that on two previous occasions
last year I spoke somewhat elaborately on
this subject, during the debate on the
Address, and also on the motion to allow
increased representation from the West, to
which was attached an application to the
House of Commons and House of Lords,
England—the Government of England, in
other words—to grant an amendment to the
British North America Act which would
give us four members instead of the three
which we are entitled to under the last
distribution. This matter of the representa-
tion of Prince Edward Island is a sore spot
with the people of my province. In fact the
people feel that we have been deceived in
some way, by whom we know not. There
is no question at all that, at our entrance
into Confederation, it was understood by
the men who represented our province at
the time, and it was also understood by the
other party to the contract, the representa-
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tive of the Canadian Confederation as it
then existed, that we were to have an irre-
ducible minimum of six members for all
time to come. Our contract of Confedera-
tion is verbatim with the contract of
British Columbia, which entered into Con-
federation the year before, and, by analogy,
hon. géntlemen will see that it would be
absurd that we, who had stayed out of
Confederation for six years on account of
not being conceded the irreducible mini-
mum of six members, should at that time
come in without that concession. British
Columbia the year before entered the Con-
federation with a population of ten thousand
white people in a total population of forty
thousand, and that province was gonceded
an irreducible minimum of six members for
all time to come. It must appeal to all fair-
minded men that Prince Edward Island, with
upwards of six times the white population,
would hardly be content to come into the
pact unless it was conceded at least the
same terms as British Columbia. The re-
cord, as I put it before hon. gentlemen last
year, and the record as it has been well
put in that memorandum ‘submitted ito
the Interprovincial Conference by the
Premier of Prince Edward Island on be-
half of the province, shows clearly the
intention—although by some clerical error
the intention was not implemented in the
written agreement,—that we should have
a minimum of six. By some unfortunate
error in the writing of the contract, the
word ‘‘ readjusted ”’ was used instead of
the word  increased,” as it appears in
the British Columbia contract. For that
reason when it came to the census of 1891,
readjustment was taken to mean down or
up, and on account of our loss of popu-
lation as compared with Quebec, a re-
adjustment was made that gave us fewer
members than before. Now the men of
the Upper provinces never thought for a
moment, in their optimism as to the suec-
cess of the nation, that there would be
such a thing as a readjustment downward.
We had been increasing in as fair a
ratio as any other province, but our states-
men saw that, owing to our position, and
owing to our want of a chance for indus-
trial development,—our lack of mines and
forest,—that the province could not keep
pace with the other provinces of the union.
Hence they said: Our voice will go to the
vanishing point,” and they therefore de-
manded a fixed representation for all time
to come, so as to give us at least some
small voice in the affairs of the great
Dominion. Now, with-individuals, so with
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nations, treaty obligations, whether written

. or implied, should be lived up to. We seein
“the .demonstration of the world to-day, the
result when treaties were endeavoured to
be set aside, and high contracting parties
are in a ‘position to correct the error. I
would say that under the circumstances,
having the admission from all sources that
there was an evident intention to have a
written contract at that time to the effect
that we should have & minimum of six
members for all time to come, that the
party on the onme side, the Dominion of
Canada should concede to Prince Edward
Island what - was intended. Let us see
how -this matter of representation has
worked out. When we entered into Con-
federation we were only entitled to five
members on a pro rata basis of population
as compared with Quebec. But we were
given six—that goes without saying. In
1882, after the decennial census, we were
still only entitled to five, but the states-
man who had planned Confederation, who
had made the bargain, was still living,
and Sir John Macdonald, at the head of
his Government in 1882 did not attempt to
take away our representation of six. It
was not until 1891, when the statesmen who
had made the Conservative Confederation
"contract had passed away, that the men
then in control of affairs—8ir John Thomp-
son being Premier of Canada,—hewed to the
line, and applied the law to-the province,
and we were put back to five.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Did the popula-
tion decrease between those times?

Hon. Mr. MURPHY—No, up to that time
it had not decreased to any appreciable
extent. We were only entitled to five on
the basis of population, but Sir John Mac-
donald knew the bargain, and so did not
attempt to put us back. It was not until
Sir John Macdonald passed off the scene
that our representation was reduced, and
the Federation pact was, in its essence,
violated. It has been stated, and we hear
it around the corridor—* Why should
Prince Edward Island, with a population of
93,000, any more than one of the ridings of
the city of Montreal of that population,
have six representatives, while the riding in
the city of Montreal has only one?”’ That
would seem on the face of it a fair question
to ask, but the city of Montreal was never
a unit; it never gave up its autonomy. It
was only a part of a great province, and
when a colony gives up its autcnomy—its

Hon. Mr. MURPHY.'

self-governing privileges—the smaller it is
the more it gives up; therefore, in giving
that up, it gets a quid pro quo, and that
quid pro quo should certainly be conceded
to it with generosity, and not with mniggard-
liness. There is another thing I would like
to call ‘attention to, and that is that the dif-
ference in urban and rural representation
is very great. For Canada the unit of rural
representatioin is 18,000 to 20,000, as com-
pared with 32,000 and 33,000, the average gen-
eral representation. We in Prince Edward
Island are practically a rural population,
and we have really only one city with a
population of about 12,000—you could put
us down as rural. Take the population of
93,000, divided by 18, and this would give
us five members on the basis of rural repre-
sentatioin in Canada. I contend on this
point alone we are entitled to a return of
our lost members, because as a rural popu-
latiion we are entitled to representation
along those lines. Another matter I would
like to draw attention to is that representa-
tion by population is something that has
been argued over and over again, and repre-
sentation by population, as far as cities are
concerned, as compared with the country
districts, is not put in the same category.
For instance, take the city of London, to-
day, and put it on the same basis as the
representation of Ireland, and we would
have 150 members for that city alone. Hence,
for the purpose of comparison, provinces
and large cities should not be compared on
the basis of a unit with Prince Edward
Island at all. There is another reason, too,
why we should get our representation back,
and that is that there were two sides to this
contract; the one was on the part of the
Dominion Government to furnish contin-
uous and efficient steam communication,
which would keep us in communication with
the other provinces of Canada and enable
us to trade with them. That provision has
never been implemented up to date, and for
that reason we have lost population. It is
patent to any hon. gentleman present that
you might as well sever the main arteries
in a man’s leg and expect the feet to de-
velop, as to cut off communication and ex-
pect commerce to flourish. Hence we lost
population by the Government not fulfilling
part of the obligation as written down in
the bond between the province and itself.
I contend it is not fair to tufn around
and penalize us on the other side of the
bond because we have lost population as a
result of the fault of the larger party to the
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contract. This principle of an irreducible
minimum is not a new thing; it extends back
in the building up of the various nationali-
ties under the British constitution, and the
latest example we have of it is that of the
Australian commonwealth. Their unit of
representation is. ascertained by dividing
the population of the state by 72, and in
that way you get the number of
members conceded to that particular State,
but there is one exception to this rule—
the same exception that applies to British
Columbia, and that we thought applied to
us—there is a fixed minimum; that is when
this 72 puts the representation of the Com-
monwealth below five, that State receives
tive of a representation. -In other words
it is a fixed or irreducible minimum-—no
State of . the Australian Commonwealth
can fall below 5. As an illustration of this
principle, Tasmania in the Commonwealth,
which is only entitled to a representation
of three under the unitary basis, still has
five, and western Australia which is only
entitled to four on this principle now has
five. So that it is no new thing in Aus-

tralia, and it is the most up to date example

we have. When they were framing their
Commonwealth constitution they saw the
necessity to maintain the communities with-
out the opportunity for development, as com-
pared with the more living parts of the coun-
try; to give them a commensurate voice it
was necessary to give them the irreducible

‘minimum the same as Canada gave to

British Columbia, and the same as we
thought they gave to us in Prince Edward
Island, when we entered Confederation.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—The point made in
regard to Australia is all right. I have no
opportunity now to dilate on the fact that
the State of New Hampshire, the State of
Rhode Island, and those little buckwheat
states, have as great representation in the
United States senate as New York State,
or Pennsylvania State, with their millions
of population. The hon. gentleman might
introduce that feature into his speech, and
it would make 2 good point in the future.
We have the United States Congress domin-
ating the entire world to-day, all through
the hands of half a dozen men who come
from small sfates.

Hon. Mr. MURPHY—The hon. gentle-
man will remember that last year in speak-
ing to that resolution in regard to increased
representation in the West, I referred to
that question, and the case I cited was
Rhode Island, the smallest state in the
union, with half a million population, and

a fixed representation in the Senate of two,
the same as New York State; all of which
goes to show that there is evidence of a
general varying of representation that goes
to give a weaker State such representation
as will maintain its autonomy as a State.
Look at the absurd position if the law, as
it is now. interpreted by the Privy Council,
is applied to us. You can see the vanish-
ing point in a short time, and would see
what I do not think any member of this
House would wish to see, namely the day
when we in Prince Edward Island would
only have one member. I do not know
whether you could make it any less than
one—the day might come when we would
have none at all. ) :

~ Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY—You have four
in the Senate. ¥

Hon. Mr. MURPHY—Yes, but we are
talking about the House of Commons where
the money bags are held, where they pass
important legislation. A voice in the
popular chamber is always essential for the
proper government of a province. Such a
state of affairs as I suggest is something
which nobody would desire. Our prov-
ince surrendered its right to self-govern-
ment; we dislocated our trade relations,
which were chiefly with the United States,
Newfoundland,* and the West Indies; we
threw ourselves into Confederation, and con-
sequently into new channels; and we found
ourselves, for a time, the worst penalized
province in Confederation, because the
upper provinces did not take much of our
products for a long time. The Maritime
Provinces had not developed, and our trade
was cut off with the West Indies, Newfound-
land, and the United States, so that for a
time after Confederation the dislocation
was almost more than the province could
stand—it nearly reduced us to beggary.
However, we got beyond that stage. I was
talking to a financier the other day and he
said that the further west you went, the
worse financially the country became. He
said: “ Start with Prince Edward Island, it
is the best, New Brunswick is next, and the
further you go west the state of the country:
is in a diminishing ratio; the further you
go west the heavier the monetary stringency
has affected the different provinces.” I want
hon. gentlemen to understand the position
that exists, and I wish not only the sym-
pathy but the active co-operation of every
member of this House to endeavour to re-
dress the wrong under which we labour. I
shall read from the speeches in the legisla-
ture in 1865 and 1873. I shall read a tele-
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gram at.the conclusion of the debates by
Mr. Hawthorne, who was Premier of the
province at the time, and chief representa-
tive of the Prince Edward Island’s side of
the case. This was addressed to the then
Colonial Governor of the province and
speaks for itself. The last telegrams, at the
conclusion of the pour parlers were-as fol-
lows:

Held two conferences. Increase of annual
allowance. Probable yield six representatives.

Telegram from Robert P. Haythorne to
Lieutenant-Governor Robinson, March 6,
1873:

Highly probable get six representatives; try
and send reply council as soon as possible.

Telegram from Lieutenant-Governor Rob-
inson to Robert P. Haythorne:

Council will concur in advising dissolution.
We hope six representatives will be conceded.

Telegram to the Hon. Edward Palmer
from Robt. P. Haythorne, March 6, 1873:

Except modifications stated and interest dif-
ference old debt, better terms allowed. S8ix
members conceded.

What could be fairer than that? There
can be no doubt about the honesty of our
case. There is a telegram after negotiations
were completed from the responsible min-
ister of the province at the time, to the gov-
ernor of our province, and it shows clearly
‘that the intention was, whatever was writ-
ten in the contract, that we, like British
Columbia, should have an irreducible mini-
mum. Let us see how we are situated to-day
_as compared with what we were in 1873
when we entered Confederation. At that
time we had six representatives in the
House of 189 or a ratio of one-thirtieth of
the House. As it stands to-day, if we do not
get some relief we will have three in a
House of 234 or one-seventy-eight, so that
you will see the difficulty under which we
are labouring. The worse feature is that,
looking into the future, we can see no hope.
We may live in hope and die in despair.
We see no hope for the province, except
legislation by this branch of Parliament,
and by the House of Commons as a co-
ordinate branch, asking relief. I have no
doubt if that relief is asked, and the proper
step taken, as I hope there will be before
this Parliament closes, such relief will come,
and we will not be in the humiliating posi-
tion of having a further reduction of one,
and of coming back with only three mem-
bers of the House of Commons when we
meet next session.

Hon. Mr. MURPHY.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—If my hon. friend
should insist upon submitting his motion
to vote of the House, I should like
to point out the objections that may
be urged to the proceeding which ~he
is about to take, and to show him
where it would not be desirable on the
part of this Chamber to adopt this
motion. There is one thing that may be
said before dealing with the question before
us, and that is to say that hon. gentlemen
from Prince Edward Island are not only to
be commended, but to be congratulated
upon the persistency which characterizes
their efforts in presenting to the Parliament
of Canada the various claims of Prince Ed-
ward Island. This is meritorious. One
cannot take any exception to it whatsoever,
but persistency may not always be wisely
exercised. It must not be overlooked that
we are dealing with a very serious subject.
We propose to approach the Imperial Par-
liament upon a subject not only affecting
Prince Edward Island, but affecting the
whol: Dominion. This address or this
motion makes emphatic a statement that-
in 1873 when the terms of union were being
discussed between Prince Edward Island
and the Dominion of Canada a very grave
and serious mistake entered into the
arrangement which was then concluded in
the shape of a pact or terms of union be-
tween that province and the Dominion of
Canada, and duly reduced into Imperial
legislation. Now we are asked upon the
statement which the hon. gentleman has
made to say that this mistake then took
place, viz., that Prince Edward Island was
then entitled, under the agreed terms of
union, to be represented by an irreducible
minimum of six members.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—It was only a clerical
€rror.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—This Chamber
should not be asked in this way to commit
itself after some forty odd years to the
statement that that mistake did actually
occur. It must not be overlooked, with all
due regard to the persistency which has
marked the action taken by Prince Edward
Island down to the present, that we and
they adopted the present terms of the
Union at that time. The representatives of
Prince Edward Island were present, I be-
lieve, at the Imperial Parliament when the
legislation was then passed by that Parlia-
ment. They entered into Confederation
under the manifest terms which then
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“formed the Imperial Statute. They pro-
ceeded for some years under the terms of
the Union then adopted, and did not at the
time take the steps which then might have
been taken.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Which were not
necessary.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—To have im-
pressed not only upon this Parliament but
upon the Parliament of Great Britain the
mistake which they to-day allege took place
at that time.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Which were not
necessary; Sir John—

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Now, I am not
questioning for a moment the fact that
such an impression or such an understand-
ing may have existed between those who
represented Prince Edward Island in the
regotiations which then took place, but I
do say that at this particular period of
time it is most difficult for hon. gentlemen
in this Chamber or in the House of Com-
mons to say that the solemn compact then
entered into and ratified by Imperial legis-
lation contained a material mistake which
was of the essence of the pact then entered
into, and that the terms of Confederation
ghould now be disturbed without an official
inquiry at least. I think the Parliament of
Canada must deal more seriously with im-
portant subjects which form the subject~
matter not only of Imperial legislation but
of Dominion legislation than to treat lightly
what was then so solemnly adopted by the
legislation to which I have referred and
which we now seek to upset by this motion
which has been moved by my hon. friend.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Will the hon. leader
allow me to put him a question?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Permit me to
say to my hon. friend this—that I do not
propose to discuss the merits of the situ-
ation at all, as to whether it would be ex-
pedient that Prince Edward Island should
be represented for all time by an irredu-
cible minimum of six. I do not think that
that enters into the consideration of this
important question at all.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Will you allow me
to put a question?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Yes.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I simply do it in the

interest of justice, and I am going to put
to you a very plain question.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—What is the
question? >

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—You have laid the
law down, and if according to facts, cannot
be controverted; that I admit. Now you
assume——

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Will my hon.
friend not enter into a lengthy discussion
of the matter? If there is a question that
can be answered—— 5

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Why, if the Imperial
Act was as you say, Sir John A. Macdonald
in 1882 was the first to violate it by giving
Prince Edward Island six members? Now,
if you want a question, answer it.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Hon. gentlemen
will observe by looking at the motion that
we are asked to commit ourselves to this
statement: ;

We would respectfully represent to your
Majesty that at a general election in Prince
Edward Island held in the year 1873 A.D., upon
the question of the entry of that Island into the
Dominion of Canada it was clearly understood
that the Island should for all time have a re-
presentation of not less than six members in
the House of Commons of Canada.

And that the electors of the Island at that
election voted in favour of becoming.a province
of this Dominion on the clear and distinct un-
derstanding that the new province should for
all time, be so represented by not less than six
members in the House of Commons. :

And that in drafting the terms upon which
Prince Edward Island should become part of
this Dominion, the proviso with regard to a per-
manent representation of not less than six mem-
bers in the House of Commons was through in-
advertance or mistake omitted to be inserted.

Now, it is needless for me to point out to
hon. gentlemen that we have not before us
the evidence to warrant us in coming to any

such conclusion.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Senator
gave it to you.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—We do not doubt
for a moment the statements or the good
faith of the hon. gentleman who said that
the facts have really occurred as they are
embodied in this resolution; but it is an
entirely different thing to have that evi-
dence before us in the clear light of day,
the same as a court would require where
they were called upon to rectify an im-
portant agreement or contract such as this
is. Now, may I further say, that in my
judgment this is not a question in which
the Parliament of Canada has jurisdiction
to say without any doubt whatsoever to the
Imperial Parliament that upon the repre-
sentation of the Federal Parliament of Can-

Murphy
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ada this alleged mistake should be recti-
fied. There is another very important con-
sideration to which I would invite the
attention of my hon. friends from Prince
Edward Island, and that is that Confeder-
ation is a compact between all the provinces
of Canada and not between one province
and the Dominion of Canada. If the terms
of union herein were disturbed and an
irreducible minimum should be fixed for
Prince Edward Island, what would Nova
Scotia say? What would New Brunswick
say? What-would Ontario say? What would
_all those provinces say that in each de-
cennial period when the Redistribution Bill
is being passed, are having their repre-
sentation reduced?

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—What about British
Columbia?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—At the first ses-
sion of Parliament of the present year, the
representation of Nova Scotia, of New
Brunswick and Ontario was reduced—re-
duced by a substantial number—and those
provinces, I do submit to hon. gentlemen,
would have the same right to ask the Im-
perial Parliament-to adopt an irreducible
minimum - of representation as would the
province of Prince Edward Island. I did
make the suggestion some time ago, when
this question was being discussed, that this
was peculiarly a subject which should come
before the different provinces in one of their
interprovincial conferences.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND: Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—And I feel fully
assured that not only was the Premier of
Prince Edward Island fully convinced of
that fact, but likewise the members from
Prince Edward Island, because at the last
Interprovincial Conference held in the city

of Ottawa this subject was taken up by the|

Premier of Prince Edward Island and the
matter was discussed, and also, if I recol-
lect, in the Provincial Assembly of the pro-
vince of Quebec.

Hon. Mr. DAVID—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—But there is this
to be said about it, that notwithstanding
the fact that the representatives of Prince
Edward Island in the Interprovincial Con-
ference of a year or more ago took this sub-
ject up with the representatives of the var-
ious provinces, there was, to say the least,
the echo of an opposition to it, although
more or, less encouragement was given to
the representatives of Prince Edward Is-

Hon. Mr, LOUGHEED.

land that they should proceed on those
lines and secure the support of the various
provinces to this proposed amendment. No
exception could be taken to proceeding with
such a course, but I would say to my hon.
friend who has moved this resolution that

‘he will at once find that immediately the

province approached with a view to
sanctioning the proposed amendment, every
province in the Dominion will seek to im-
port into their terms of union the principle
which he now-advocates. Namely, that of
an irreducible minimum. May I also refer
to my hon. friend—

Hon. Mr. PROWSE—Excuse me one
second. Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and

+{the other, provinces came into Confedera-

tion under the British North America Act;
Prince Edward Island came in under a
separate contract.

. Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I am aware of
that, but I would say to my hon. friend that
by a judgment of the Privy' Council—I
think my hon. friend from de Salaberry,
who is familiar with most of the decisions
of that important tribunal, and will correct
me if I am wrong, will confirm my state-
ment that this subject was practically de-
cided by the Privy Council—that the word
““Canada” in the British North America Act
was interpreted as not only applying to the
then feur provinces of Canada which entered
Confederation at the time of the first Act,
but the term is interpreted in a broader
sense, to include all other provinces that
may come into Canada hereafter. I think
I am right in that.

Hon. Mr. DANIELS—Not by a subsequent
Act. : '

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—That
hairs; I don’t believe in that.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I would say to
my hon. friend that I am not opposing for
a moment the principle which he seeks to
advocate, but I am opposing the process by
which he seeks the legislation to accom-
plish his purpose. I would say, further-
more, that my hon. friend can scarcely hope
to accomplish any good purpose by moving
this motion in this Chamber. This is a
subject matter which has to do with the
representation of Prince Edward Island in
the House of Commons. The terms of
union assure to that province a fixed num-
ber of senators, without fear of any dis-
turbance whatsoever under any Redistri-
bution Bill; but when we discuss repre-
sentation in the popular Chamber, I need

is splitting
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not say to hon. gentlemen here that the
popular ‘Chamber would naturally resent
any address which we might seek to pass
without its being the joint address of both
Houses to the Imperial House. I would,
furthermore, say to my hon. friend that the
Imperial Parliament would give no regard
~ whatsoever to an address simply of this
Chamber without its being joined by a
similar address from the House of Com-
mons, and more particularly in view of the
fact that a similar motion was negatived
during the present session in the House of
Commons, as my hon. friend very well
knows. My only suggestion is that the
province of Prince Edward Island should
proceed to take this up with the other prov-
inces of Canada, and upon obtaining their
sanction in an interprovincial conference
—as very possibly might be successfully
done—then my hon. friend, or any of the
representatives of Prince Edward Island,
might then come with every confidence to
the Dominion Parliament, and I am sure
that whatever the wishes of the other prov-
inces of Canada may be as to meeting the
wishes of Prince Edward Island, this Par-
liament would doubtless give effect in so far
as possible to any. such agreement- or
arrangement.

Some hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear. |,

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—If I were in order I
would like to say here to the House and the
country that a more unfair representation
of a constltutxonal question I have not
heard.

Hon. GENTLEMEN: Order, order.

The SPEAKER—The hon. gentleman has
already spoken on the subject.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—You allow me to get
half way through and then stop me. Now
what is the sense in that?

The SPEAKER—The hon.gentleman is out
of order. The hon. gentleman will take his
seat. ;

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Certainly I will, no
doubt of that, but I ask you—

The SPEAKER—The hon. gentleman will
please take his seat.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—No, he won’t; he has
done it; but I will say it is most unfair; I
want that to go on record—a most unfair
representation.

On the question being put, the motion was
‘declared lost.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN called for yeas and
nays.

The SPEAKER—The yeas and nays must
be called for by two members.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—I understand the
hon. Senator from Halifax (Hon. Mr.
Power) called for yeas and nays; I seconded
it; has he withdrawn his call?

Hon. Mr. POWER—I voted yea, but I did
not call for a division.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—AIl right, I back
out.

. CANADIAN PATRIOTIC FUND ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

Mr. LOUGHEED moved the second read-
ing of Bill 39, “ An Act to amend the Cana-
dian Patriotic Fund Act 1914.”

He said: The object of this Bill is to en-
large the scope of the existing Act. It is
proposed to give authority to the Patriotic
Fund Committee to grant assistance in case
of need to residents of -Newfoundland,
the wives and children and dependent rela-
tives of officers and men who are on active
service in the Canadian naval or military
forces notwithstanding- the fact of their
bemg in Newfoundland. There are quite a
niimber of Newfoundlanders who have en-
tered the service of Canada, and it is only
right that the advantages of this fund
should be extended to their families.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—Would the hon. gen-
tleman say what service they have entered?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Chiefly the naval
service, if not altogether. There is another
important amendment being made, and that
is to permit of the fund being applied
to officers and men residents of Canada
who return to Canada incapacitated by
wounds, injuries or disease received or con-
tracted while on active service; also to per-
mit of the same being paid to residents of
Canada who are widows, children and rela-
tives of men who are residents of Canada
who have died of wounds, injuries or disease
contracted while on active service. Then it
extends the time for granting this assistance
for six months after the cessation of war.
I move the second reading of the Bill.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—I' do not wish to
appear as opposing this Bill in any way, but
I would like, for information, to know from
my hon. friend how clause 3 would be inter-

preted. It says:
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3. The corporation may also, during the war
and for six months after the termination of
the war, assist in case of need.

Is there any intention of the Government
taking any steps with regard fo pensions
after that period of six months? Has that
question been considered at all as to pen-
sions to widows and families?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Yes, I would say
to my hon. friend that the subject is receiv-
ing the serious and very close attention of
the Government at the present time, and I
presume at an early day the Government
will take the necessary steps to give public-
ity thereto. The question of pensions will,
of course, have nothing to do with the
Patriotic Fund.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—No; I meant with
regard to this question of six months. Of
course it proviues that the Patriotic Fund
may support those people for six months,
and I presume after that time there will be
some idea that a pension arrangement would
come into force.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Yes, I hope before
that.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—This Act is for
the purpose of filling the gap between the
return of the soldier and the time when he
goes on the pension list. "

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Yes, the time
when he gets settled down to the ordinary
routine of life.

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

SENATE AND HOUSE OF COMMONS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved the second
reading of Bill No. 57, An Act to amend the
Senate and House of Commons Act.

He said: Owing to certain members of
Parliament being on "active service it is
necessary to amend the Senate and House
of Commons Act. One of the amendments is
to provide that persons members of Parlia-
ment, who are absent from Parliament on
active service shall not be ineligible for
members. Another amendment makes pro-
vision that the members shall not be dis-
qualified for being on service in naval or
military forces during the war whilst receiv-
ing compensation from the Crown and
which, under the Senate and House of Com-
mons Act to-day is not permitted. Further-
more, we provide that no deduction of the

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK.

indemnity shall be made as to members who
are on active service; they shall be entitled
to their indemnity as if they were attending

Parliament. 3 :

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—I would like to draw
my hon. -friend’s attention to this Act. I
understood him’ to say when this Bill was
introduced that this Act was also to apply
to the Senate.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Yes, so it does.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—I do not read it that
way. On referring to the statute in the
Rev. Stat. of Canada, 1906, chapter 10,
cited in the first clause of this Bill, I find
that section 11 of the Act has at the head
of it, “Members of the House of Commons”’;
therefore section 11 of the Revised Btatutes
only applies to members of the House of
Commons.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Yes, it is only
necessary in such a case; that is, this would
apply to the eligibility of the individual to
become a member of the House of Com-
mons. Of course a senator is placed in an
entirely different position. The other clause
would be to the advantage of the senator;
that is, he-shall not be disqualified by being
in service. :

Hon. Mr. DANIEL—Supposing that a
member of this House became an officer or
even a private soldier for that matter, in
our expeditionary force, and he were not
here for two sessions, would any legislation

| that we passed have any effect in preventing

him from losing his seat?

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—I do not want to
press this particular point now, but I think
when we go into committee I will do so,
and I hope my hon friend will look into
that matter. =

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—If my hon. friend
points out any defect of that kind we shall
be glad to rectify it.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second
time.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (C), An Act for the relief of William
Ewart New.—Hon. Mr. Talbot.

Bill No. 12, An Act to amend the Inde-
pendent Order of Foresters Consolidated
Act.—Hon. Mr. Corby.

Bill No. 16, An Act respecting the Title
and Trust Company and to change its
name to the Chartered Trust and Executor
Company.—Hon. Mr. Douglas. :
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Bill No. 27, An Act respecting the St.
Lawrence and Adirondack Railway Com-
pany.—Hon. Mr. Davis. ;

Bill No. 28, An Act respecting the Toronto
Eastern Railway (Company.—Hon. Mr.
McHugh.

Bill No. 31, An Act respecting the British
Columbia Southern Railway Company.—
Hon. Mr. Bostock.

Bill No. 32, An Act to incorporate The
Brulé, Grande Prairie and Peace River
Railway Company.—Hon. Mr. Pope.

Bill No. 34, An Act respecting the Mani-
toba and Northwestern Railway of Canada.
—Hon. Mr. Watson.

Bill No. 36, An Act to inc¢orporate the
Northern Pacific and British Columbia
Railway Company.—Hon. Mr. Bostock.

Bill No. 37, An Act respecting the Peace|

River and Athabaska Railway Company.—
Hon. Mr. Pope.

Bill No. 39, An Act respecting
couver, Victoria and Eastern Railway
Navigation Company.—Hon. Mr. Bostock.

Bill No. 41, An Act respecting the Atha-
basca and Northern Railway Company.—
Hon. Mr. De Veber.

Bill No. 42, An Act respecting Canada
Preferred Insurance Company.—Hon. Mr.
Bostock.

Bill No. 45, ‘An Act respecting the Van-

the Van-

couver Life Insurance Co.—Hon. Mr.
Bostock. :
Bill No. 46, An Act respecting the

Western Dominion Railway Company.—
Hon. Mr. Talbot.

Bill (C), An Act for the relief of William
Ewart New.—Hon. Mr. Talbot.

Bill (D), An Act for the relief of Helene
Suzette Baxter Douglas.—Hon. Mr. Daniel.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill No. 4, An Act respecting The Alberta
Central Railway Company.—Hon. Mr. De
Veber. ’

Bill No. 5, An Act respecting The Atha-
baska and Grande Prairie Railway Com-
pany.—Hon. Mr. Talbot.

Bill No. 6, An Act respecting The Brant-
ford and Hamilton Electric Railway Com-
pany.—Hon. Mr. Ratz.

Bill No. 7, An Act respecting The British

Columbia and White River Railway Com-.

pany.—(Hon. Mr. Dandurand.)

Bill No. 9, An Act respecting The Essex
Terminal Railway Company.—Hon. Mr.
Taylor.

_ Bill No. 10, An Act respecting The Grand

Trunk Railway Company of Canada.—Hon.
Mr. Thompson.

Bill No. 13, An Act respecting The Mont-
real and Southern Counties Railway Com-
pany.—(Hon. Mr. Dandurand.)

Bill No. 21, An Act respecting The Can-
adian Northern Ontario Railway Com-
pany.—(Hon. Mr. Taylor.)

Bill No. 22, An Act respecting The Can-
adian Northern Quebec Railway Company.
—(Hon. Mr. Ross.)

Bill No. 23, An Act respecting The James
Bay and Eastern Railway Company.—Hon.
Mr. Mitchell.

Bill No. 24, An Act respecting The
Ottawa and New York Railway Company.
—Hon. Mr. Davis.

Bill No. 25, An Act respecting The South
Ontario Pacific Railway Company.—Hon.
Mr. McHugh.

Bill No. 26, An Act respecting The South-
ern ventral Pacific Railway Company.—
Hon. Mr. Bostock.

The Senate adjourned till three o’clock
to-morrow.

THE SENATE.
Wednesday, March 10, 1915.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock. -
Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (E), An Act respecting the Premier
Trust Company.—Hon. Mr. Belcourt.

Bill (F), An Act respecting the Edmon-
ton, Dunvegan and British Columbia Rail-
way.—Hon. Mr. Talbot.

Bill (G), An Act respecting the Patent
National Wood Distilling Company.—Hon.
Mr. Bostock.

UNEMPLOYMENT IN CANADIAN CITIES.
INQUIRY.
Hon Mr. BOSTOCK rose to

Call attention to the condition of employment
at present existing in several cities throughout
Canada, and to inquire if the Government are
taking any steps with a view to dealing with
the situation?

He said: In drawing the attention of
the Government to this question of employ-
ment throughout the country, I want to
make a few remarks for the purpose of
showing, if I possibly can, the position that
exists at the present time. As hon. gentle-
men know, through causes which have now
been in effect for some time, the condition
of employment throughout this country
from Halifax to Victoria, is such that there
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are probably more people seeking employ-
ment to-day in the principal centres of the
country, than there have been on former
occasions. It is not possible to get any
exact statictics dealing with this matter,
to show what the exact position of affairs
is, but it is within the knowledge of hon.
gentlemen in this Chamber that this con-
dition exists at the present time, and that
it is due to various causes, affecting not
only this country, but the whole world at
the present moment. The condition does
not at the present time show any signs of
improvement; in fact from information that
we have, especially from the West, I fear
that condition is rather apt to get worse
than better, and it is principally from that
point of view that I wish to direct the at-
tention of the Government to this whole
question, and to obtain, if possible, some
idea if there is any possible way of dealing
with this matter, and bringing about an
improvement in the condition of things
throughout the country. When there is a
condition of depression throughout the coun-
try, and when work on the railroads and
work for the development of the country is
not as abundant as it has been, the natural
condition is that people drift into the
towns. Men who are best employed in the
lvvork of the country, men employed on the
farms and in other development work of
the country of that kind, are naturally in-
clined to drift into the towns, and very
often, through a lack of employment get
into a condition where they are not nearly
as useful or as able for work at a later
period as they would be if they could be
looked after in some shape or form.

We hope that in this coming summer
there will be a great deal of work in the
country and on the farms owing to the de-
velopment of the extra amount of land
that has been brought under cultivation,
and the crops that we hope to see this
country produce this year. It is very
largely on account of this that I want to
ask the Governmert if any steps have heen
taken for the purposc of arranging ‘*nuat
those men who are now drifting into the
towns, and have !argely filled the ranks of
the unemployed in urban centres will ve
placed in such a position that they can
find out where their services are most
keenly wanted and can be made use of
with the greatest advantage. This is, or
course, a large question, which has been
dealt with to some extent by the munici-
palities in different parts of the country;
but the condition under which municipal-

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK.

ities suffer in dealing with a question of
this kind is that they are not sufficiently
in touch with one’ another to be able to
bring about the interchange of ideas and
the information which is necessary to place
these men where their services are, most
required. If some system were adopted
whereby, not only between the municipal-
ities, but also possibly to some extent by the
Provincial Governments, there could be
help in arranging to give these men the in-
formation necessary to bring the employ-
ers and employed into better communica-
tion with one another, it would very mate-
rially assist in the solution of this problem.
The Dominion Government is really the
right authority to take up this matter and
deal with it. If it is taken hold of by the
Dominion Government the danger of over-
lapping would be very materially done
away with, and a lot of probably unneces-
sary work would be avoided. The system
of labour bureaus has been dealt with in
Great Britain for a number of years. It
can be shown there that the work has been
very satisfactorily carried out, and that

‘good results have been obtained through

the development of those bureaus. At the
time the plan was first mentioned and first
organized in England, the trades unions
and other associations with whose mem-
bers it was proposed that those bureaus
should deal, were very considerably op-
posed to it. Since that time they have
learned to realize the value of those labour
bureaus, and in subsequent years, at meet-
ings of the trades unions and other public
meetings of that kind, they have found
that the assistance given.to members of
the unions by those bureaus established
throughout the country has been very great,
and they have passed resolutions putting
them in the position of favouring very
strongly the system as it now exists in Eng-
land.

In Great Britain the Board of Trade has
constituted advisory committees for the
purpose of giving advice and assistance in
the management of labour exchanges. The
methods of dealing with country districts
are the distribution at the post office of
registration forms to be filled in by appli-
cants for employment and to be posted to
the nearest exchange, and this ¢nables thoze
people to obtain information which it is
not always easy for them to obtain
in other ways; and this results in bring-
ing together the employer and em-
ployees very much more quickly and con-
veniently than was done before the estab-
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lishment of these exchanges. Of course
they have a regulation which provides that
at a time when a dispute is going on be-
tween the trades, where the wages are lower
than those current in the trade or district
where the employment is being sought, that
those bureaus will not interfere in any way
with the condition then existing, and by this
regulation they do not interfere with the
work of the union, or with the question
of the rate of wages as between the employer
and employee. They also have a provision
for advancement of fares so that employees

‘may be sent from one part of the country

to another at a reasonable rate; as far as
Great Britain is concerned it has been found
that this arrangement works out very well;
there has been very small loss in dealing
with this question. That is a matter, of
course, which might be very much more
difficult to handle in a country as large as
the Dominion of Canada.

The other day I read in the Ottawa
Citizen a notice with regard to what was
being done in the city -of Toronto. The
item reads as follows:

Toronto Prepares to Aid Unemployed.
Give-a-Man-a-Job Association Formed.

Toronto, March 4.—At a meeting this after-
noon including representatives from every
phase of charitable work in the city, a Give-a-
Man-a-Job Association was organized, Mayor
Church be¢ing the instigator. A strong advi-
sory committee was appointed to prepare de-
ta:. s and devise a comprehensive scheme to re-
lieve the unemployed situation in the city. The
mayor advocated the reorganization of the
Jabour bureau and considerable increase in its
scope. “If outside municipalities will take
care of their unemployed,” said the mayor,
“Toronto, which has been a dumping ground
for the province, will do its duty.’ A number
of suggestions were made which will be con-
sidered by the committee.

The mayor brought out in that statement
a condition which I am trying to impress
upon the House—that it is not only in the
big centres that this question of unemploy-
ment requires to be dealt with, but also that,
in the smaller municipalities and the coun-
try districts, something should be done to
prevent those men drifting into the big
centres where they naturally think that a
great deal more work exists but where, in
all probability, they may find that there
is no more work, or not as much, as in the
districts which they have left. Of course,
there have been a number of petitions pre-
sented to this House dealing with this ques-
tion and expressing the opinion of public
bodies and other people on the question of
the establishment of labour bureaus

throughout this Dominion of Canada; and
if I am rightly informed the matter was
brought to the attention of the Minister of
Labour either last year or the year before,
and I think that he promised to take some
action in connection with it. As far as I
know, nothing has definitely been done with
regard to that, and I presume he has not
had time to give it all the consider-
ation that he thinks the question deserves.
But I submit that at the present time this
is a question which is of very considerable
importance to this country, and that it
should receive attention as soon as possible.
We know, of course, &t the present moment
that the demand for labour in Great Britain
is very great, and that there might be a
possible suggestion that something could be
done by the Government to arrange with the
home Government that certain special
skilled men on this side who were not in a
position to find work at the present time
should be transferred for a short period over
there—say during the period while the war
is on. They might be of use to the country.
We saw in the paper the other day that
the Government in England had taken very
drastic measures to deal with the whole
question, so that they may be in a position

to have a plentiful supply of munitions of

war and other necessary supplies required
for carrying on the great struggle in which
the country is engaged at the present time.
It is, of course, rather a wide suggestion to
make, but the Government might find we
could be of very valuable assistance to the
country; both a help to this country and
also to the Empire in dealing with the mat-
ter in this way, and also in rendering
assistance to the people at home. This is
a matter which requires attention at the
present moment.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—I was not aware that
this matter was going to be discussed to-
day, and I wish to speak on it. It is a
matter of some importance and the data
cannot be collected in a day; I therefore
move that the debate be adjourned until
Tuesday next.

The motion was agreed to.
COAL IMPORTED FROM UNILED

STATES FOR INTERCOLONIAL
RAILWAY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. Power inquired of the Govern-
ment:

1. How many tons of coal have been. pur-
chased yearly from the United States for the
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Intercolonial railway since and including the
year 1896?

2. What did the said coal cost per ton de-
livered on the main line of the Intercolonial
railway, say between Ste. Rosalie and Halifax?

3. Who were the ministers in charge when
these purchases were made?

4. What reasons were given to justify the
purchase and importation of said United States
coal?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are as fol-
lows: :

* 1. 1900-01, 61,079 gross tons; 1908-09, 36,059
gross tons; 1913-14, 15,331 net tons.

2. 1900-01, 14,300 gross tons at $3.76 f.0.b.
cars, Montreal; 27,646 gross tons at $5.30
fqb. cars, St. John; 3,977 gross tons at
$3.93 f.0.b. cars, St. John; 556 gross tons
at $4 f.o.b. cars, St. John; 14,600 gross
tons at $4.20 f.o.b. cars, St. John; total
gross tons, 61,079. -

Above prices do not include duty of 59cts.
per gross ton, as the coal was admitted
free of customs’ charges.

1908-09: 36,059 gross tons at $4.85 f.o.b.
cars, St. Hyacinthe, duty paid.

1913-14: 15,331 net tons at $4.10 f.o.b.

- cars, Ste Rosalie Junction, duty paid.

3. 1900-01: Honourable Andrew G. Blair.
1908-09: Honourable George P. Graham.
1913-14: Honourable Frank Cochrane.

4. 1900-01: Apprehension on the part of
the management that {riction between
miners and certain coal operators would
lead to cessation of work.

1908-09: Strike in existence at the Spring-
hill Mines and inability of other collieries
to make up shortage.

1913-14: Greater consumption of coal
than anticipated and inability of manage-
-ment to obiain additional! quantities re-
quired, when wanted, from usual sources of
supply.

ONTARIO BILINGUAL SCHOOL
QUESTION.

MOTION.
Hon. Mr. DAVID moved:

This House, without derogating from the prin-
cipal of provincial autonomy, deems it proper
and within the limits of its powers and jurisdic-
tion and in pursuance of the object for which
it was established, to regret the divisions which
seem to exist among the people of the province
of Ontario in connection with the bilingual
school - question and believes that it is in the
interest of the Dominion at large that all such
questions should be considered on fair and
patriotic lines and settled in such a way as to

preserve peace and harmony between the dif-.

ferent national and religious sections of this
country, in accordance with the views of the
Fathers of Confederation and with the spirit
of our constitution.

Hon. Mr. POWER.

He said: At the session of 1906, I con-
cluded a speech in the Senate by the fol-
lowing words:

.“ Preserve the Senate, improve it, if you like,
but keep it, in order that it may fulfil its mis-
sion of peace, order, harmony gnd Justice.”

It is under the inspiration of the same
views and feelings that I now rise, and I
think it proper to declare, “That I was
induced by no person, either in this House
or elsewhere, to make the present motion;
that I alone am responsible for it, and that
it is in accord with my well-known ideas,
so often expressed, as to the mission of the
Senate.”

One of the main reasons alleged by the
Fathers of the Confederation to justify the
establishment of the Senate was, that a
High Chamber, where all the provinces
would be equally represented, would afford
adequate protection to minorities. In
order to meet the objections of his adver-
saries, and even of some of his friends, to
the representation of the provinces in the
House of Commons being based wupon
population, Sir George Etienne Cartier de-
clared several times that the province of
Quebec, being represented in the Senate by
one-third of its members, would find there
the protection which it might require, either
for itself or for Catholic and French
minorities, in the different parts of the
country. He said, and his organs repeated,
that there would always be in the Chamber
enough reasonable people to do what was
right and just towards all creeds and
nationalities. I was one of those who did
not share entirely his confidence and did
not believe his predictions. But the
honourable members of this House will, T
hope, take advantage of this occasion to
justify bis hopes and views.

Sir John A. Macdonald and George
Brown, the two principal Fathers of the -
Confederation, expressed about the same
views on the object of the establishment of
the Senate and its mission. The fact that
the members of that House are appointed
for life was considered as a guarantee that
they would do justice impartially and inde-
pendently, would fill the functions of a
high court of justice, of a board of arbitra-
tion, of conciliation.

Well, there is a province, the province of
Ontario, where a minority considers itself
ill-treated, and deprived of one of its most
sacred rights, by the famous by-law No. 17.
Has the French minority the right to com-
plain of that by-law, to contend that it has
changed its position as regards the teaching
of the French language? It is a fact which
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cannot be denied. It has been -clearly
established in very eloquent and forcible
speeches and pleas by our colleague, the
Honourable Mr. Belcourt, and several other
gentlemen, Irish, English and French. It
has been officially admitted by the com-
mission of six inspectors appointed by the
Department of Public Instruction, to report
upon the operation of the by-law. That
commission was composed of three (3)
French-Canadians and three (3) English-
Canadians, who unanimously reported as
follows: s i

We consider the by-law as an attempt to
gradually eliminate the French language from
the Eng‘lish-Frenc}‘x schools.

That such was the object and would be
the effect of the by-law has been so frankly
admitted by some of the most important
‘advocates of the by-law, that I consider
useless to insist now on that point.

Is the by-law legal or constitutional ?
It is a big question, upon which the Privy
Council will pronounce before long and
which I prefer not to discuss now. I rather
wish to place myself on the larger and
higher ground of patriotism and of public
interest, of fair play, justice and concilia-
tion, -and express views which cannot be
contested.

It cannot be denied that the new by-law
has changed the condition of the French
in the schools of the province of Ontario
and that it is a cause of agitation, of
national friction which must be deplored
by all those who love their country and
are convinced that peace and harmony be-
tween the different creeds and nationalities
of Canada are necessary for its welfare and
prosperity and for its future. And if there
was ever a time when feelings of fraternity
should prevail in Canada, it is the present
time, when our mother countries are fight-
ing so heriocally on the battlefields of
Europe for the triumph of right and justice,
and cementing their alliance in the blood
of their brave soldiers, in the interest of
civilization and humanity, in order to
restore to certain weak nations and states
their natural rights. There is no doubt,
hon. gentlemen, that one of the main re-
sults of the present war will be the parti-
tion of Europe, based upon the principle
of mnationalities, the restoration to those
small peoples of their national life. .

Will there be only one country, only one
province where national friction will con-
tinue to exist and will that province be
the great, prosperous and intelligent prov-
ince of Ontario ? Will Canada alone give

the example of national and religious
quarrels, so detrimental to its welfare and
progress ? I cannot better express the
views and feelings of reasonable people
on that question than by quoting what has
been said and published by eminent men
and important newspapers of different creeds
and nationalities. I have beside me the
speech of 8ir John A. Macdonald, the great
chieftain of the Conservative party, whom
all the Conservatives so much loved and
admired. I cannot help quoting what he
said on the same question in his speech

as reported in the debates of the House of

Commons in the year 1890, page 89%4:

In a few remarks I made the other night I
intended to have called the attention of my
hon. friends from the province of Ontario to
what was the action of the province -of Upper
Canada in 1793, but I was tired, and held it
over for another opportunity.

I will call attention to it now, to show what
was the feeling of the people of Upper Canada
a century ago. By a very unwise measure, al-
though introduced by a very great man, Mr, Pitt
in 1790, the old province of Quebec was divided
into two—Upper and Lower Canada. It was
thought that matters would be simplified by
keeping the French in one corner of this vast
country, and the English in another, and they
divided the province of Quebec into provinces.
From that unwise measure came most of our
troubles. The Legislature met in 1791 at
Newark, afterwards Niagara, and was composed
of Englishmen. They were severed from the
French, but they had a colony of French on the

western frontier of the province of Canada, what -

is now the county of Essex. These Frenchmen
were few in number, but their rights were
protected at the second meeting of the Legisla-
tfure of Upper Canada. The province was &
small one and poor, and could not afford even
to print the proceedings of its Legislature; but
the people regarded the feelings of their fellow-
countrymen. Let me read the resolution, which
is still in manuscript. The original volume Wwill
be found in our library. This is the order of
June 3, 1793:

“Ordered that such Acts as have already
passed, or may hereafter pass the Legislature
of this province be translated into the French
language for the benefit of the inhabitants of
the western district of this province and other

French settlers who may come to reside within-

this province, and that A. McDonald, Esq., of
this House, member for Glengarry, be likewise
employed as a French translator for this or
other purposes.”

Now, this is the inference he drew from
that resolution, and which is better stated
than anything I can say:

Are we, one hundred years later, going to be
less liberal to our French-Canadian subjects
than the few Englishmen, United Empire Loyal-
ists, who settled Ontario. No, Sir. This reso-
lution would cause shame on men who tried to
deprive our French friends in the province of
Ontario of the privilege given them a hundred
years ago by a body of men altogether speaking
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the English language. There may have beeu
among them one member from the western dis-
trict, of French origin—perhaps Monsieur
Baby, who for years was the sole representa-
tive in the province of Upper Canada of that
portion of the French race who were living in
Upper Canada. Are we going to be less liberal?
Forbid it, Mr. Speaker. In the name of
humanity, in the name of civilization, in the
name of. thé progress of this country, I appeal
to all our friends in the House, without refer-
ence to party, to forget what may be an in-
convenience when they go back to their consti-
tuents on both sides, to forget that for & mo-
ment, and to merge everything in the great de-
sire to make Canada, French and English, one
people, without any hostile feeling, without any
difference of opinion, further than that which
arises from the different literatures and the dif-
ferent strains of mind that run always in
different races and which sever the Scotchman
and the Irishman from the Englishman as much

as it severs the Frenchman from ithe
Englishman. Let us forget this cry, and
we shall have our reward in seeing
this unfortunate fire which has been

kindled from so small a spark, extinguished
for ever, and we shall go on, as we have been
going on since 1867, as one people, with one ob-
ject, looking to one future, and expecting to lay
the foundation of one great country.

In 1890, speaking on the motion to abolish
the French language in the Northwest
territories, Sir John said: .

We have a constitution now, under which all
-British eubjects are in a position of absolute
_ equality, having equal rights of every kind,
of language, religion, of property and of per-
son.

Please remark hon. gentlemen the words:
“equality of language’—does by-law No. 17
respect the views and advice of the eminent
statesman?

Bir John Thompson moved in amend-
ment to that motion, as follows:

That this House, having regard to the long
continued use of the French ‘language in old
Canada, and to the covenants on that subject
embodied in the British North America Act,
cannot agree to the declaration contained in the
said Bill as the basis thereof, that it is expe-
dient in the interest of the national unity of the
Dominion that there should be community of
language amongst the people of Canada.

Sir John Thompson, as you see, hon.
gentlemen, refused to admit that the com-
munity of language was in the interest of
the national unity of the Dominion.

All the Prime Ministers of Canada, in-
cluding our most esteemed colleague, Sir
Mackenzie Bowell, held the same language
and took the same position towards the
rights acquired or possessed by minorities.

I shall take the .liberty of quoting the
words pronounced by Sir Mackenzie Bowell.
There are many things which I could cite,
many quotations which T cou'd make, all so

Hon. Mr. DAVID.

eloquent and good as deserving to be again
vecorded, -but 1 will be content with citing
the following one, which is so much in
accord with the position I take now; it is
the justification of-my motion, which does
not go further than these words pronounced
by our honourable colleague.

1 took this ground in the Government,K of
which I had the honour of being the head for a
short time, and the Government of which I
wns . member under other heads, that certain
rights were guaranted by the constitution to
all, whatever their race or creed might be, and
that these rights should be respected at all
hazards. I am still of that opinion, whether
the complaint come from the Protestants of
Lower Canada, or the F'rench half-breeds of the
Northwest, it is a matter of perfect indifference
to me—it is simply a question of the constitu-
tion and the maintenance of peace and harmony
throughout the country.

They all declared that our national or
religious difficulties should be settled by
way of conciliation.

I think proper now to read an extract
from the eloquent speech made by the
Premier of Quebec, Sir Lomer Gouin, at -
the opening of the Legislature:

I desire to make an appeal in the name of the
entire population of Canada—of English Cana-
dians, Scotch and Irish, as well as French-Cana-
dians—to the Government and to the majority
of the province of Ontario. In the name of
justice and of the generosity of which England
has given so many proofs, and which cannot
fail to animate every truly British citizen, as
well as in the name of the struggles which our
forefathers sustained in opening to civilization
the rich domains which are our common patri-
mony, I ask that justice be done to the French
minority of Ontario, and thdt if necessary they
be not only justly, but even generously dealt
with. In the name of the sublime expressions
that it has given to human thought, I ask for
the French language tne right to come to-tne
lips of the school children of Ontario who wish
to learn and to epeak it.

Let us see now how this eloquent appeal
to- fair play and justice was appreciated
by the Journal of Commerce of Montreal:

In this eloquent passage we have the finest
spirit of true Canadianism. Canada is a coun-
try inhabited by peoples of different races and
different creeds. It is a land where above nearly
everything else, we need toleration and broad-
mindedness. It should not be necessary to
argue as to the legal rights of minorities. The
majority everywhere, especially when such deli-
cate questions as those of race or creed arise,
should not ask themselves, “ how little can we
grant to the minority and still keep within the
law,” but. “how much can we grant, how far
can we go, without doing injustice to any to
mezet the claims, the wishes and even the honest
prejudices of the minority?” We are contident
that if the question of the French language in
those sections of Ontario where the population
is largely French is approached in the spirit
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set forth in Sir Lomer Gouin’'s speech, a solution
will be found.

The Star of Montreal, and other English
papers expressed the same views and gave
the same advice.

The News of Toronto, suggested that the
meeting of a conference between repre-
sentatives of the province of Quebec and
the Minister of Public Instruction of On-
tario be held in order .to come to some
amicable arrangement.

8ir Lomer Gouin’s speech which I have
just read was made in support of a motion
similar to the resolution which is now be-
fore this House and which was moved and
seconded in the Quebec House by two
English members, Messrs. Bullock and
Finnie.

Let us listen now to the voice of a man
who enjoyed during many years the con-
fidence of the province of Ontario, Siv Oliver
Mowat:

The French popalation contributed to the sup-
port of the schools, and the object sought could
be secured a' thousand times more effectually
by respecting their prejudices, by respecting
their love for their language, by respecting
their desire that their children should be taught
their own tongue, than by adopting a coercive
.policy (cheers). He wanted the French to learn
their language, to study their language, to read
books in their language, and he wanted them
all to study the language and literature of Eng-
land. The object aimed at could never be ac-
complished by exhibiting a spirit of hostility to
the French population. Certainly not by pros-
cribing the use of the French in the schools.

Sir George Ross said:
It is proper, it is just, it is desirable, it is
natural that the children whose mother tongue

is French should learn the English language by
the intermediary of his maternal tongue.

Sir James Whitney has on record the fol-
Jowing letter written to o priest:

25th July, 1911,
Reverend and Dear Sir:

I am directed by the Prime DMinister, Sir
James Whitney, to acknowledge your letter of
the 21st and to state that mo change has been
made in the School Law or the Departmental
Regulations affecting the study of the French
language in the schools.

1 am directed to point out that the question
is one entirely under the control of the board of
trustees.

(Signed): A. H. U. Colquhon,
Deputy Minister of Education.

Please now give your attention to the
opinion expressed by the late Hon. M. Mac-
Kenzie, ex-treasurver of the province of
Quebec, in a letter written two years before
his death, and published lately by Le
Devoir, of Montreal:

I am fully convinced that the new regula-

tions of the Department of Education in On-
tario are contrary to the intent, meaning and

spirit of the provisions regarding education
contained in the British North America Ac,
which has always been regarded 'as the educa-
tional settlement.

The requirements that after the first year,
French speaking pupils must take the ordinary
school subjects in the English language, seems
to me severe and unjust. One does not need
to be a practical educator to see that satisfac-
tory results in the way of true education can-
not be obtained from such a system.

.The rights and privileges of minorities were
very simply considered by the fathers of Con-
federation, as one may see by reference to the
debates of 1865, and the clauses in the British
North America Act, viz.: Subsection 1, and
subsection 3, of section 93, regarding these
rights and privileges, should be loya.lly respected
and observed.

The freedom of the English minority in the
province of Quebec in regard to its language
and its schools has never been restricted by
the' French majority. In fact the Legislature
has given to the Protestant Committee of the
Council of Public Instruction, the power to con-
trol the organization of Protestant schools, to
prescribe text books and courses of study, and
generally to be independent of the majority in
scholastic matters.

I-trust and hope that a settlement of the
question in our sister province may finally be
made in accordance with the same spirit of
justice and right feeling and according to the

true intent and meaning of the educational pro-
visions of the British North America Act.

The same wish and hope has been ex-
pressed by many other English and Irish
gentlemen who have had the courage of
protesting against the extreme views of some
of their countrymen. Our Irish compatriots -
cannot forget the patriotic efforts, the strug-
gles and sufferings of their ancestors in
order to preserve their native language and
their national institutions. They cannot but
sympathize with those who, under the
empire of the same feelings pursue the same
patriotic object. And they cannot forget that
in their struggle for Home Rule they have
had the sympathy of the French Canadians.
They cannot forget that in the great calamity
of 1848, when thousands of Irishmen died
on our shores, hundreds of their poor chil-
dren were harboured, brought up and edu-
cated by our priests and French families.
I could name several of those children who,
owing to that protection, have prospered and
become good and eminent citizens. The
French Canadians think they have good
reason to rely upon the sympathy of the
Irish population, when following their ex-
ample they vindicate their rights.

Mr. 1. O’Hagan at a conference in Mont-
real, gave some very interesting statistics
in this connection. He said:

In Wales 46 per cent speak the Welsh tongue,
and the mnatural language is taught to the
children. In Ireland 641,000 speak the Irish
language, which is now an obligatory language
for matriculation and graduation in the Nati-
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. onal University of Ireland. Last summer 14
colleges in Ireland gave course in Irish during
the months of July and August. In the month
of December 1910 it was announced that there
were 181 schools in Ireland in which complete
courses of study were given in both:Irish and
English. In Scotland 250,000 speak the Gaelic
tongue; and in the Islands there are many
schools for the teaching of this language. He
cites what is taking place in the Channel
1Islands, in Malta, in S8witzerland, in Austria, in
Sweden, in Switzerland especially, where there
are three languages—German, French and
JItalian, which are taught in the schools. But it
would take me too long to cite them all

Dr. Foran has been kind enough to send
me an extract of a patriotic article pub-
lished by Thomas Osborne Davis, a true
patriot, uncle of our colleague, Senator
Davis, in the Nation, No. 1843, which extract
reads as follows:

The language which grows up with a people
fs conformed to their organs, descriptive of their
climate, constitution and manners, mingled in-
separably with their history and their soil,
fitted above any other language to express their
prevalent thoughts in the most natural and effi-
cient way. To impose any other language on
such a people is to send their history adrift
amongst the accident of translations. A people
without g ianguage of its own is only haif a
nation. A nation should guard its language.

After having made the history of the Irish
language, its troubles and struggles, Mr.
Davis concludes by the following eloquent
words : S

The language was 80 characteristic of the
race that the most fearful extremes were re-
sorted to in order to abolish it, because it pre-
‘served its history, embalmed their traditions
and perpetuated their nationhood.

1 am sure that our esteemed colleague
thinks and feels on that question as his dis-
tinguished uncle did.

Hon. gentlemen, we French people have
our faults, which resemble to a great extent
those of the Irish; we are a little too quick
and impressionable, but we are always ready
to sympathize with those who suffer, who
are unhappy or ill-treated. We are faith-
ful to our religious and national traditions,
and if we were not, we would be justly de-
spised by our English and Irish country-
men. And it has been affirmed by the most
eminent men in England that the diversity
of nationalities was an element of progress
and civilization. We love our maternal
language and we want to preserve it, be-
cause it is the language which was spoken
by the discoverers of this country, by the
courageous pioneers who left everywhere
glorious traces of their passage through
British North America. The fact is that if
all the seas, andthelands, the forests and

Hon. Mr. DAVID

the mountains from the Atlantic to the
Pacific, and from Hudson bay to the waters
of the Mississippi, which have been im-
mortalized by the courage, the heroism of’
our ancestors, had a soul and could speak,
they would ask us to preserve the civilized
language which first broke the silence of
their vast solitude, and their tongue would,
in truth, be French. It is the language by
which we were taught to adore and pray
God, and to cherish British institutions and
British liberty; the language spoken by all
kings and princes of Europe, by the Royal
Family, by. all the eminent gentlemen who
come from England to govern our country,
the language spoken with so much elegance
by H. R. H. the Duke of Connaught and his
noble family, the language used by the
great men who have enriched and adorned
the intellectual world with so many literary
jewels.

The French Canadians of Ontario know
that their ancestors have fought and suffer-
ed and have very often shed their blcod t-
transmit to their descendants that most
precious part of their heritage, their lan-
guage. Is it mot cruel to ask them to
abandon that treasure, to do what they
would consider an act of cowardice and of
treason? ;

Let us suppose for a moment that the Qu
beo Parliament would undertake, whether
legally or not, to abolish the teaching of
English in the schools of the province of
Quebec. What would the British people say?
What would they do? Do you think that
the people of Ontario would remain indiffer-
ent and silent? No, no!

Who would dare in any part of the world
deprive English children of their right of
being taught in their maternal tongue, of
using the language which has been the
vehicle through the world of social and
political freedom, the language spoken by
some of the greatest poets, historians and
speakers of the world! Milton, Shakespeare,
Macaulay, Chatham, Pitt, Fox, Burke,
0’Connell, Gladstone and many others.

Do you mnot think, hon. gentlemen, that
the occasion is favourable to apply the
golden rule: ‘Do not unto others what you
would not have others do unto you”! I
admit that if it could be alleged and proven
that the use and the teaching of the French
in the province of Ontario would be detri-
mental to the efficiency of the scholar
system and to its intellectual progress, it
would be damageable to our cause, but who
can seriously make such an assertion? The
public men of Ontario are too intelligent and
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have too much experience not to be able
to give satisfaction to the French people
without imparing their schools.

And is it necessary to demonstrate that
the use and teaching of two languages in-
stead of being an element of weakness for a
province or a country, is rather an element
of progress, of intellectual development?
‘Who will deny the advantage for a man or a
people of having at his disposal, in order to
develop his intelligence, the scientific, liter-
ary and poetical treasures of two great
nations? Has the bi-lingual school system
been detrimental to the moral and intellec-
tual progress of the Belgians, that people of
heroes? Not only in war but also in mechan-
ics, industrial and fine arts, they have
proved that they were inferior to no nation.

It has been said that the French spoken
and taught in the province of Quebec and
generally in Canada was bad and broken
French. Alas! how many extravagant things
have been said on both sides, and who
would be entitled to throw the first stone.
but to repel that assertion 1 have only to
remark that if it were true the books
and the speeches of our poets, writers
and orators would not be appreciated
and praised as they sre in France.
I could mname a number of them.
But I do not think it is necessary. Let
me recall only that three or four years ago
a great demonstration took place in France
to celebrate the erection of a monument to
Montcalm. Great speakers were heard, but
it was acknowledged by the audience that
the best speech had been made by a French
Canadian our colleague, Hon. Mr. Dan-
durand. And lately at the immense demon-
stration which took place at Notre Dame
de Lourdes in France, the two most ad-
mired and applauded speakers were two
French Canadians, Mgr. Gauthier and Henri
Bourassa. A

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—He was not a Nation-
alist then. :

Hon. Mr. DAVID—I cannot deny his
ability, although I do not approve of all the
opinions he expresses.

Where did those eminent writers and
orators receive their formation? In our
"schools, in our colleges. As to the illiterate
population, it has been acknowledged by
eminent French writers that if the accent
is rude and hard the French is good, better
than it is in several departments of France.

The Canada of Montreal has published a
few days ago, the views expressed by Mr.

writers of France, on the question of nation-
alities. I call the attention of my hon.
colleagues to the following extract from
that remarkable production:

Nations are particular, special, original orga-
nisms, which will prosper and thrive only in so
far as their autonomy is respected and safe-
guarded. -

It would not be well for Europe to be domin-
ated by the English or the Russian or even
the French nation. The European spirit should
no doubt exist, but it would precisely be the
respect of the English spirit, the Russian spirit,
or the French spirit and of their differences,
that is to say, of their liberties.

The first word of General Joffre to the Alsa-
cians was: “We will respect your traditions.”
He spoke, when speaking thus, a truly philoso-
phical language, a language inspired by the
nhi‘osophy of history: No nation, not even the
Roman nation, has imposed its yoke without
extinguishing original civilizations, which not .
only had the right to live but had to live in the
general interest of humanity. A nation is a
torch. It is important that there should be sev- ~
eral luminous centres in the world. If the Ger-
man spirit were to dominate, twenty national
spirits would be extinguished and destroyed. I
am at a loss to see how Europe and humanity
would benefit thereby.

If humanity is with us, it is because it in-
stinctivelv feels that several of its vitals are at
stake and would be annihilated in the event of
German sunremacy being established. Indeed
Germany wants to put out several eyes of
hrmanitly and replace them by one eye of
cyclops.

Well, using the language of Mr. Faguet,
I say that we have in Canada two lights,
two great national lights and that we cannot
extinguish the one or the other without
affecting seriously the progress and the
future of our country.

T do not think it improper to recall that in
1888, speaking in the Legislative Assembly
of Quebec on the question of nationalities,
I concluded my speech by the following
words:

I have no hesitation in declaring that even if
it were in my power to-abolish the English
nationality in the province of Quebec I would
refuse to do it, because I would .not like to
assume the responsibility of extinguishing one
of the lights of Canada and of the whole world.

You see, hon. gentlemen, that my views
on that question are not new. It is because
the great statesmen of England have put
into practice those views in all the British
possessions that we see thousands of people
running from all parts of the British Em-
pire, even from South Africa, to the battle-
fields of Europe in order to help the Mother
Country. Do you think that we would con-
template such a display of loyalty if every-
where, in all the British Empire, national
rights and traditions were not respected?

Faguet, one of the most brilliant French
8553

Justice, fair play, and toleration are the
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best guardians of the British power in the
world and I hope that Canada will not be
tht?l only country where they will not pre-
vail. <5 N

Do not forget, hon. gentlemen, the lessons
of history; do not forget that a national in-
justice is a seed of discord and may be
compared to a malicious cancer which may
ultimately endanger the whole system. Is
not to a great extent, thé present war, the
horrible conflict which terrifies the universe,
the result of the cruel spoliation of the
French territory?

.We are proud of our country, we enter-
tain a high opinion of its destinies, and it
is our bounden duty to avoid all which may
jeopardize its glorious future.

I do not feel inclined to consider now the
question in its legal and constitutional
aspect, although it has been established by
eminent lawyers that the spirit and a rea-
sonable interpretation of the treaty of 1763,
of the Act of Quebec of 1774 and of the
Federal Act of 1867 entitle the French Cana-
dians of Ontario to the teaching of the
French in the schools of that province. I
prefer to remain in the limits of the resolu-
tion and to say that there is a law above
all other laws: it is the law of nature, which
makes a man, a people, love, cherish and
keep as a sacred treasure all the character-
istic elements of .its. nationality. Nobody
will deny that the national language is one
of those elements.

There is another law, a Divine law, which
was edicted by Christ himself, when he said
to His Apostles: ‘“ Love ye one another as
I have loved you.”

There was never a time when it was more

~ proper to address and repeat those sublime
words to Canadians and even to the citizens
of tl.e whole Empire and to apply that noble
precept not only for charitable purposes,
but also for patriotic purposes, in order that
being united they be strong enough to do
what the interest of Canada and of the
whole Empire requires. If the union of the
French and the English is now so beneficial
to their influence in the world and useful to
civilization and mankind it is not less neces-
sary here for the welfare and prosperity of
the country and for its glorious destinies.

Those who leave our country, be they
English, Scotch, Irish or French, to go and
fight side by side on the battlefields of
Europe give us a lesson, an example which
we ought to follow. If we are not called
to shed our blood as they do, we ought at
least to have enough patriotism to avoid
national quarrels‘equally dangerous to Can-
ada and to the British Empire.

Hon. Mr. DAVID.

Really the time is ill chosen to give to
the world the spectacle of our divisions,
when we are preparing to receive all the
unfortunate people who after the war will
seek a refuge on our shores—a place where
they would find peace, justice and fair play
and the .respect due their religious and
national traditions.

Do not you think, hon.gentlemen, that
they will fear to enter into a country
troubled by internal divisions and where
they will have reason to think that they ean
not find the rest which they so much desire?

There are now millions of people who pray
the God of war, let us in Canada pray the
God of peace who has been so good to us;
let us sacrifice on its altars our national und
religious prejudices in order that we mnay
continue to live and prosper in peace and
harmony. I hope that the hon. members
of this House will not hesitate to give
patriotic evidence of their spirit of concilia-
tion and fair play by voting for a resolution
which embodies the views of all those who
put the general interest and welfare of our
country above all other considerations

I hope that it will not be contended that
the Senate should not intervene in such a
matter, that it cannot appeal to the gener-
osity, to the patriotism, to the noblest feel-
ings of our people. It would be a bad prece-
dent, a blow to the high opinion which we
ought to have of the functions and of the
noble mission of our Chamber.

A wish, a prayer, are always in order, and
welcome to God and to man.

Hon. Mr. McHUGH—In seconding this
resolution I do so on account of the broad
and generous wording of ii, and because of
the confidence I have in the judgment and
good sense of the mover to do and to say
only that which makes for peace and har-
mony.

Let it be understood that this is not an
attempt to invade provincial autonomy, but
rather in the form of an appeal for full in-
vestigation by lawfully constituted authority
in the hope that a solution of this disturb-
ing question may be reached, a settlement
that will let us hope commend itself to the
good sense of the fair minded who on one
side or the other feel interested in it.

The question is not insoluble, and if
pressed home to our public men I have un-
bounded confidence in their ability to find
a solution based on justice. Such a séttle-
ment may not satisfy the extremist on
either side, but all reasonable people will
I am sure welcome a settlement that will
remove the present unrest.
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The French people love their language, it
is like asking them to silence conscience to
ask that they forego the teaching of it to
their own children.

I concede the right and even the necess-
ity of the state to look after the education
of our youth.

The child must have instruction, and that
in no mean degree, if the man is to earn
for himself an honest competence, and
acquit himself of the duties which, for its
own life and prosperity society exacts from
all its members.

The family is one of the oldest organ-
izations in the world, therefore do I say the
imparting of such instruction is primarily
the function of the parent. The Divine
appointment is that under the care and
direction of the parent the child shall grow
in mind as well as in body. The state
must come forward as an agent of instruc-
tion, but only when the parent refuses or
neglects his duty, even then first principles
should not be forgotten, since as I have
already said instruction is primarly the
function of the parent; the parent pos-
sesses the right to educate his child in the
manner agreeable to himself, provided al-
ways that the education given in this man-
ner suffices to fit the child for his ulterior
duties to society. I do not purpose enter-
ing into details refarding the bi-lingual
issue, nor do I expect that I could throw
much light on it at present. However, I
must say that my sympathies go out very
strongly to my fellow citizens of the French
Canadian minority in the province of
Ontario when I note the generous manner
in which they deal in Quebec with the Eng-
lish speaking minority. I cannot but wish
that their example could without injustice
to others be emulated in my own province.

At Confederation certain rights in regard
to the English language was guaranteed to
the minority of the province of Quebec at
the same time similar rights to the French
language were guaranteed to the minority
of the province of Ontario.

Let me here read to you an extract from
a recently published life of Sir George E.
Cartier, you will then see what Sir George
E. Cartier and Sir John A. Macdonald had
to say for the protection nf English in Que-
bec and French in Ontario at a time when
these provinces were about to enter into
Confederation. In answer to a question of
Dorion’s he said:

Cartier, however, apparently felt that the
spirit of fair-play and of justice amongst the

English-speaking members of the Government
and of Parliament would always be sufficiently

strong to assure fair treatment for the French
Canadian representation in the Federal Parlia-
men:, thouzh the latter would be in a minority.

It was a'so explicitely stated by both Cartier
and Macdonald during the discussion that steps
had been taken to guarantee the cohtinued use
of the French language. Dorion had expressed
the view that there was no guarantee for the
continuance of the language of the French
Canadians but the will and the forbearance of
thé majority. John A. Macdonald in answer to
this emphatically declared that it had been pro-
posed and assented to by the deputation from
each province that the use of the French lan-
guage should form one of the principles upon
which Confederation should be established and
that its use would be guaranteed by the Imper-
ial A-t. -

To the remarks of his colleague Cartier
added: “I will add to what has been stated by
the honourable Attorney General for Upper Can-

ada that it was also necessary to protect the -

English minority in Lower Canada with respect
to the use of their language, because in the
local Parliament of Lower Canada the majority
will be composed of French Canadians. The
members of the conference were desirous that
it should not be in the power of that majority
te decree the abolition of the use of the English
languaze in the I.egislature of Lower Canada
any more than it will be in the power of the
Federal Legislature to do so with respect to the
French language. I will also add that the usé
of both languages will be secured in the Im-
perial Act, to be based on those resolutions.’
Thue it was made perfectly plain by the two
leaders that Confederation was to be established
on the principle of perfect equality between the
two great races of the country.

These remarks by such eminent states-
men of that day is, I think, reasonably con-
clusive evidence that the French Canadian
minority were to have some rights in regard
to their language in the province of On-
tario in the Dominion that was then about
to be created.

I desire now to quote for this honourable
Chamber the words of Dr. J. K. Foran K.C.,
delivered last St. Patrick’s day in St.
George’s Anglican church in this city.

This was some months before the out-
break of the present war, and delivered by
a man who has consecrated his pen and
voice for many long years past to this
very cause. On the occasion referred to,
Dr. Foran said as follows:

“It is in ‘the interests of the Hmpira I

speak. We have heard and read, on all sides
the praises of French Canadian loyality; it has
been established by facts that are indelibly
written in the history of Canada; and were we
to find the Empire in danger to-morrow those
facts would be repeated from one end of Can-
ada to the other, wherever a French Canadian
is to be found. Did you ever ask yourselves
what was the source of that extraordimary
loyalty to the Empire on the part of a people
whose ancestors were the pioneers of Canada
but whose old motherland was France? Permit
me to tell you whence comes that fervent
loyalty. It has its origin in the gratitude of
the French-Canadian for liberty accorded and
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guaranteed to them by the Constitution, and
in that peculiar sense of duty which is a
characteristic of their teachings. .

“ Do you not think that we are on the verge,
right here in Ontario to-day, of up-rooting one
of the sources of that loyalty? Are we not
running the great risk of effacing that feeling of
gratitude and that sentiment of confidence in
those who administer the provisions of that
Constitution, in the hearts of that same people?
HKeflect upon it from that point of view. 1Is it

- in the interests of Canada, or is it in the greater

interests of the Empire that aught should be
done to weaken, even in the slightest manner,
that bond of union which makes for solidarity
and harmony?

“ My questions need only to be asked; I do
not require to dwell upon the obvious reply. It
a point is to be strained in any direction, should
it not be in favour of drawing tighter bonds of

union between all elements in Canada—for the

mutual prosperity of every section of this Do-
minion, and for the greater stability of the
whole Empire. Think it over: is it not worth
while so acting that Canada may be enabled
to set another column in the grand Temple of
Empire—a column that no Samson of prejudice
or intolerance can ever shake?” t .

It is this sentiment so well expressed by
Dr. Foran it seems to me that underlies the
whole issue.

There is in the learned doctor’s words a
strong plea for unity, for loyalty, and for
patriotism—unity of our people, loyalty
* to our Sovereign, and patriotism to our
- country. What magic there is in that word
“patriotism!” Praise it as you will, you
cannot go beyond its deserts, for is it not it
that impels our young men at the present
time to endure the hardships and face the
dangers of this terrible war, doing all this
" for the freedom of mankind and the glory
of their country?

I have to differ with those who would
treat this as a religious question. I do not
see it as such, it is purely bi-lingual or
national to both. :

I have treated it as a matter concerning
the family, the family being the very
foundation of society—a father’s and a
mother’s affair.

The child should be taught so that on this
return home from school he may be able
to explain to his parents in their own lan-
guage the progress he has made.

There may be difficulties in the way; I
am free to admit that, there are serious
difficulties, but who will deny that unrest
exists—unrest that should be removed.
Under these circumstances are we to be
stopped by difficulties when it is incumbent
on us to reach the goal?

Since this resolution was placed on the
Order Paper of this hon. House, I have
seen a good deal concerning it in the press.
Men of great respectability, high standing
and learned, have written on it, some on

HON. Mr. McHUGH.

one side and some on the other. I have
every respect for the opinions of both, &o
long as I believe those opinions are hon-
estly held, but there is another class of
writers for whom I canmnot say as much,
that is the anonymous quill driver. I have
received some such letters. I saw ome in
a local paper in my own town, signed
« Anglo Saxon,” charging inconsistency in
my attitude on this question, and .on the
Manitoba School Bill of 1896. I plead not
guilty to the charge. On the Manitoba
School Bill, I asked for investigation, con-
ciliation, and generous treatment for the
minority, and that is my appeal to-day on
this resolution.

« Justice ”” and ‘‘ Truth >’ are other gen- -

tlemen who have done me the honour of
letting me know what they think of my
action on this question. Let me just say
that Anglo-Saxon, justice and truth are all
names for which I have the greatest of
respect; but for those who make of them a
harbour of refuge behind which to conceal
their identity, when making attacks, for
such people I have very little respect. Let
me say to such, pull off the mask of con-
cealment, then- we will know what weight
to give to your opinions.

I am aware that in certain districts fric-
tion exists between the teaching of French
and English in the schools; this is to be
regretted, and let me say here again that
this is another strong reason why we should
make an honest effort to solve the problem.

It has been stated in some quarters that
bi-lingual or French teaching will be detri-
mental to teaching of English in our public
and separate schools.

This should not, and must not be per-
mitted. I say this in behalf of the English-
speaking people of the province of Ontario.

Let me now say that if the French-Cana-
dian minority of that province have rights
in regard to their language, these rights
should be respected. I think that under the
British North America Act they have rights,
but I am not discussing this from a legal

standpoint. I know they have a much

stronger right, the rtight of conscience.
This is a right that no man should be asked,
much less compelled to do violence to.

It was the force of the plea for freedom
of conscience that prevailed when the
Roman Catholic minority of Upper Canada
were granted separate schools.

I remember the fears that were expressed
and the cries that were raised during that
struggle. One argument used was, that if
you separated the children in their school
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days, you placed a chasm between them
that could never be bridged over. Has not
the unity of our people, at all times, proven
-the fallacy of this assertion? It was said,
too, that a system of separate schools would
destroy the little red school, and with its
destruction the whole public school system
was in danger. Has not the experience of
over fifty years proven how utterly ground-
less was this fear? The word went forth
that the petitioners for and supporters of
separate schools were the enemies of the
public school. Speaking as one of the peti-
tioners for and a supporter of the separate
schools, I deny that statement. We are not
the enemies of the public school. We recog-
nize with pleasure the noble work it is doing
in the direction of dispelling mental dark-
ness; we say, “ withered be the hand and
pained be the ‘tongue that would
say aught against it;” we want
to be your allies, we want to
emulate and even excel you if we
can, in all that you are doing for
the spread of secular knowledge and,
after having done that we want to go one
step further. We want freedom of conscience
to give our children religious instruction.

Now, after fifty odd years of experi : '
¥ y i ooy to read to my hon. friend what the depart--

any one be found bold enough to say that

the separate school system has ever been a:

menace to the public schcol, or that the
public school has ever been a menace to the

separate school? The answer must be in the_

negative. Under separate management, each
having its own board, both have flourished.
Friendly rivalry there has been, but this
only served as a stimulus for greater efforts
on the part of both.

Would it not be within the bounds of pos-
sibility, without injury to existing systems,
to add another; call it bi-lingual or French
if you will, but let it be an additional
stimulus for greater efforts on the part of
all. I care not what the solution may be,
so long as it does not impair existing
systems, and that it solves the problem of
freedom of conscience for the Ontario
minority.

Freedom of conscience for the religious
minority of Upper Canada (now Ontario),
was obtained only by the support it received
from the French-Canadian members of
Lower Canada (now Quebec). By their
votes on that occasion, I was gnen the
right which I availed myself of, viz., the
rlght to educate my ‘children as my
conscience directed. For this right I have
always felt grateful.

I will show my appreciation by suppért-
inlig this resolution.

Hon. Mr. EDWARDS moved that the
debate be adjourned until Tuesday next.

The motion was agreed to.

PROHIBITION OF NET FISHING IN
LAKE OF TWO MOUNTAINS.

MOTION.
The Order of the Day being called:

By Hon. Mr. BOYER:

That an humble address be presented to His
Royal Highness the Governor General, praying

that His Royal Highness submit to the

Senate, copies of all correspondence, telegrams
and documents exchanged between the Depart-

ment of Marine and Fisheries and the Minister ,

of the Naval Service and the Department of
Colonization, Mines and Fisheries of the prov-
ince of Quebec, relating to the rescinding of the
prohibition of net fishing in the waters of the
Lake of Two Mountains, St. Francis and St
Louis, as per Order in Council (197) passed in
Ottawa, Thursday, 28th day of January, 1915.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Does the: hon.
gentleman submit this as a question or does
he propose making observations on it?

Hon. Mr. BOYER—I would like to get
the papers first.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—TI should be glad

ment states upon the sub]eet

The SPEAKER—I suppose the proper way
would be to have the motion adopted. The
hon. member asks for an address, and if
adopted this address will be presented.

Hon. Mr. BOYER—Then I move that the
motion be adopted.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—If my hon.
friend should desire to avail himself of
the information which I have, and which
I presume covers the points on which he
wants information, I should be very glad to

.lay it on the table. It reads as follows:

Re Correspondence relating to cancellation of
prohibition of Net Fishing in Lake
of Two Mountains.

On the 12th January last, the Minister ol
Colonization, Mines and Fisheries at Quebec,
wrote urging that the regulation which, as it
then existed, prevented net fishing in Lake of
Two Mountains as well as in other waters,
should be amended so as to allow net fishing in
that lake. He intimated that representations
had bcen made to him that the fishermen in the
locality were in a precarious position, and if
they were allowed to carry on a limited amount
of net fishing until the spring it would help
them a great deal.

As the provincial government is administer-
ing the fisheries in the non-tidal waters of the
province, and as it could prevent over-fishing
by restricting the number of Ilicenses, there
seemed no objection to having the regulation
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amended so as to allow such net fishing. Hence,
this was done by Order in Council of the 28th
January ultimo.

The motion was agreed to.

CANADIAN PATRIOTIC FUND ACT, 1914,
AMENDMENT BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into Commit-
tee of the Whole on: Bill (39) “An Act to
amend the Canadian Patriotic Fund Act,
1914.”—(Hon. Mr. Loughheed.)

- On clause 1:

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—The hon. leader
+said yesterday in discussing this clause
that Newfoundland people were engaged in
the Naval service. Can he tell us on what
particular boats?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—No, I am sorry
I cannot tell my hon. friend. I think they
entered into the service of Canada just as
if they were Canadians, but I understand
they are engaged chiefly in the Naval
service. By the time we reach the third
reading, if my hon. friend desires further
information, I shall make inquiry.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—Under the present
agreement does the Naval service include
the Fisheries:service? )

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—No, that is a
separate service.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—I thought they had
been amalgamated.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—No.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—It is obvious
that those sailors are not in the Fisheries
service.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Oh no, they are
in active service. '

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. Boldue from the Committee
reported the Bill without amendment.

SENATE AND HOUSE OF COMMONS
ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into Committee
of the Whole on: Bill (57) “An Act to
amend the Senate and House of Commons
Act.”’—(Hon. Mr. Loughheed.)

On clause 1:

1. The Senate and House of Commons Act,
Revised Statutes of Canada, 1906, chapter 10, is
amended by inserting immediately after section
11 the following section:

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

“ 11a. Nothing shall render ineligible, as
aforesaid, any person serving in the naval or
military forces of Canada, or in any other of
the naval or military forces of the Crown, while
such forces are on active service in consequence
of any war, and receiving salary, pay or allow-
ance as a member of such forces while on such
active service.” =

Hon. Mr. BOYER—In regard to this clause,
paragraph 1la, the question was debated
in the House of Commons and it was stated
that there were some Canadian members
of Parliament who were actually serving in
the forces of the Allies; Dr. Beland’s case
was mentioned. The question was put
whether this amendment to the Senate and
House of Commons Act would cover Dr.
Beland’s case, and if I am rightly informed
the Minister of Justice said no, but that
the Bill would be amended so that it would
cover any Canadian serving with the Allies.
Here we only mention ‘“naval or military
forces of Canada, or in any other of the
naval or military forces of the Crown.”
Surely serving one’s country in Belgium is
serving the interest of the Allies, and this
Bill should be made to cover the case of
any Canadian on the Continent.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I would say to
my hon: friend in answer to that, while the
point he has raised is new it- would be un-
necessary to make such a provision, because
as my hon. friend very well knows that to
accept any remuneration from the Crown
would operate as a disability on a member
of Parliament, yet a member of the Can-
adian Parliament could receive emolument
from any foreign government. This applies,
and could only apply, within the scope of
our own Act; consequently it is not neces-
sary to make provision of that character.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—When this Bill was
up for second reading yesterday I raised
the question with my hon. friend as to
whether this had any bearing in relation to
the members of the Senate. Of course, we
know at present that none of the members
of the Senate have gone to the front, but 1
know no reason why some of them should
not possibly do so, if they wished.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Will
friend give us the names?

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—We have the hon.
and gallant member from Toronto who I
understand is a colonel, and he might wish
to take part at the head of his regiment.

Hon. Mr. DENNIS—Colonel Taylor.

my hon.

~
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Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—The Speaker is also,
1 understand, a military man. I do not
think that this clause would cover a case
of that kind.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—It seems to me to
be unnecessary to anticipate what will not
probably or possibly arise. I fancy there
is very little probability of any hon. gentle-
man in this House requiring to invoke such
a clause as that which we are now consider-
ing. However, as my hon. friend will ob-
serve, section 11 only deals with the mem-
bers of the House of Commons, and if cir-
cumstances should create such a condition
as that pointed out by my hon. friend I
can assure him we should be only too glad
to bring down the necessary legislation.

L Y

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I might
suggest to my hon. friend who raised the
question as to Dr. Beland that if the law
which is proposed does not cover his case
it is very easy to meet the case by placing
an item in the Estimates, as has been done
often before, to cover members who are
absent from sickness or other causes. I
am quite sure the leader of the Senate will
call the attention of his colleagues to that

fact. If there is the slightest doubt in the-

mind of the Minister of Justice on that
point such sum will be put in the Esti-
mates.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 3:

3. The said Act is amended by inserting the
fo.lowing section immediately after section 36
thereof :

“36a. In the calculation of any deduction
from any member’'s sessional allowance on ac-
count of absence, days which were spent by such
member in the naval or military forces of Can-
ada or in any other of the naval or military
forces of the Crown while such forces are on
active service in consequence of any war, shall
not be computed.”

Hon. Mr. KERR—I would call the atten-
tion of the hon. leader of the House to the
fact that clause 36a could not possibly ap-
ply to any one in the Belgium service; it
applies expressly to the forces of the
Crown.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—No; the point is
that if the indemnity of Dr. Beland should
be paid him it can be placed in the Esti-
mates, and if a representation of that char-
acter is made to the Government I have no
doubt that very favourable consideration
would be given to it.

Hon. Mr. KERR—Why should not the
Act be made complete? Because the adop-

tion of this Act might be looked upon as
excluding such a case.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Because we have

no official information as to the services

which Dr. Beland is rendering. This Gov-
ernment could not have any official infor-
mation as to the capacity in which he is
acting, but we have official information as
to our own men who are acting in the ser-
vice of the Crown, and my hon. friend will
readily see the difficulties which could arise
if we made a general provision of that char-
acter.

Hon. Mr. KERR—I see.
The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL from the committee,
reported the Bill without amendment.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (H), An Act respecting the Grain
Growers’ Grain Company, Limited.—Hon.
Mr. Pope.

Bill No. 17, An Act respecting the Can-
adian Pacific Railway Company.—Hon. Mr.
Young.

Bill No. 29, An Act respecting the Van
Buren Bridge Company.—Hon. Mr. Derby-
shire.

THIRD READING.

Bill (B), An Act respecting the Pollu-
tion of Navigable Waters.—Hon. Mr. Bel-
court.

The Senate adjourned until three o’clock
to-morrow.

THE SENATE.

Thursday, March 11, 1915.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

OTTAWA AND NEW YORK RAILWAY
COMPANY. BILL.

AMENDMENT CONCURRED IN.

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE, érom the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours, re-
ported Bill No. 24, An Act respecting the
Ottawa and New York Railway Company,
with an amendment. ;

He said: The object of the Bill is to
authorize this railway to lease its line to
the New York Central. The Bill as passed
by the House of Commons provided for a
term of ten years. The committee passed an
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amendment substituting a term of 21 years
for the term of 10 years fixed by the Com-
“mons. The committee was informed that
the Minister of Railways had given his con-
sent to this amendment. I move that the
amendment be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to.

SEED GRAIN PURCHASED BY THE
GOVERNMENT IN 1914.

MOTION.
The notice of inquiry being called:
Hon. Mr. DAVIS inqui;ed:

1. How much wheat, oats and barley has the
Dominion Government purchased in 1914 for
seed to be distributed in the West, giving the
amount of each kind.

2. Where is said grain stored, and what rate
of storage is the Government paying on same?

8. How much did the Government pay per
bushel for oats, barley and wheat purchased for
said provinces, and when was said grain pur-
chased?

4. Have they given a contract for cleaning
said grain, and to whom, and at what price?

~ Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The information
asked for by this inquiry will be very
voluminous; it is necessary to communi-
cate with Winnipeg to obtain the informa-
tion required. I suggest that the notice
remain on the Order Paper as it is but in
the shape of a motion for a return, and I

~ shall have ‘the papers prepared at once.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—I am quite willing to
meet the view of the leader of the House,
and my motion will be that an order of the
House be issued for the information asked
for in my inquiry.

The motion was agreed to.

DOMINION REVENUES, ETC., 1909-1914.
MOTION.
Hon. Mr. GIRROIR moved:

That an order of the Senate do issue for a
return of:

1. A statement of the Revenue of the Do-
minion of Canada for the years of 1909, 1910
and 1911, respectively.

2. A statement of the amounts voted and spent
bv the Dominion Government for agriculture
during the years 1909, 1910 and 1911, respec-
tively.

3. A statement of the Revenue of the Domi-
nion of Canada for the years 1912, 1913 and
1914, respectively.

4. A statement of the amount voted and spent
by the Dominion Government for agriculture
during the years 1912, 1913 and 1914, respec-
tively.

6. A  statement of the amount granted and
paid to each of the provinces of the Dominion

Hon. Mr BREIQUTL

by the Federal Government for the purposes of
agriculture during the years 1909, 1910 and
1911, respectively.

6. A statement of the amount granted and
paid to each of the provinces of the Dominion
by the Federal Government for the purposes o
agriculture during the years 1912, 1913 and
1914, respectively.

7. A full and detailed statement of all amounts
spent for the purposes of agriculture by the
F'ederal Government in the province of Nova
Scotia during each of the years 1909, 1910,
1911, 1912, 1913 and 1914.

8. A full and detailed statement of all amounts
from Federal grants to the province of Nova
Scotia spent by the provincial Government of
gald province under the direction of or agreg-
ment with the Federal Government or Depart-
ment of Agriculture during each of the years
1909, 1910, 1911, 1912, 1913 and 1914, respec-
tively.

9. Coples of all agreements entered into be-
tween the Federal Government or Department
of Agricilture and the government of Nova
Scotia with respect to the expenditure of Federal
grants to agriculture in said province during
the years 1912, 1918 and 1914, respectively.

10. Copies of all reports from the government
of Nova Scotia to the Federal Government or
Department of Agriculture with respect to agri-
culture and the expenditure of Dominion Gov-
ernment grants to sald province for agriculture
in the said province of Nova Scotia for the
years 1912, 1913 and 1914, respectively.

The motion was agreed to.

NET FISHING IN LAKE OF TWO
: MOUNTAINS.

Hon. Mr. BOYER—I desire to call the
attention of the leader of the Government
to an answer given yesterday to a question
put by me. I moved:

That an humble address be presented to His
Royal Highness the Governor General, praying
that His Royal Highness submit to the

Senate, coples of all correspondence, telegrams
and documents exchanged between the Depart-

‘| ment of Marine and Fisheries and the Minister

of the Naval Service and the Departmernt of
Colonization Mines and Fisheries of the prov-
ince of Quebec, relating to the rescinding of the
prohibition of net fishing in the waters of the
Lake of Two Nountains, St. Francis and St.
Louis, as per Order in Council (197) passed in
Ottawa, Thursday, 28th day of January, 1915.

The answer I rece;ived was that, on the
12th January last, the Minister of Coloniza-
tion, Mines and Fisheries of Quebec, wrote
urging that the regulation, which as it then
existed, prevented net fishing in Lake of
Two Mountains, as well as in other waters.
should be amended so as to allow net fish-
ing in that lake, &tc. Cannot I gét a copy
of that letter, .or is the department too
busy? I want to see it myself.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Very well, it will
be brought down.
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CANADIAN PATRIOTIC FUND ACT 1914
AMENDMENT BILL.

-THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved the third
reading of Bill No. 39, An Act to amend the
Canadian Patriotic Fund Act 1914.

He said: I promised to secure for my
hon. friend information as to the manner
in which residents of Newfoundland * are
employed in the active service of Canada. I
understand that there is a Naval Reserve

.in Newfoundland.  The members of that

reserve are employed on the Niobe, in the
active service of Canada, that is to the

" number mentioned.

The motion was adopted, and the Bill was
read the third time.

INCORPORATING COMPANIES ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

BILL WITHDRAWN.
The Order of the Day being called:

Second reading of Bill (A), “An Act to
amend an Act incorporating companies.”’—
(Hon. Mr. Domville.)

Hon. Mr.. CLORAN—I want to withdraw

. the Bill. I am in charge of the Bill on

behalf of its author, the hon. senator from
Rothesay (Hon. Mr. Domville). I wish te
inform the House that he is unable to be
here and take charge of the Bill. Last
week I asked for the postponement of the
second reading until to-day, so that I might
get .in touch with the author of the Bill.
He writes me that he will be unable t0 be

.present, probably for the balance of the

session, and has asked me to request the
House to have the Bill dropped, especially
in view of the fact that matters in relation
to the Bill are under consideration by the
Government. I therefore simply put before
the House the request of the hon. senator

.who is unable to be present, -and ask to

have the Bill withdrawn.

The motion was agreed to, and the order
was discharged.

INDEPENDENT ORDER OF FORESTERS
CONSOLIDATED ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. CORBY moved the second
reading of Bill No. 12, An Act to amend the
Independent Order of Foresters Consoli-
dated Act.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL—I might say the hon.
gentleman has not explained this Bill, and
he is asking us to give it a second reading.
I do not know what principle is involved.
He ought to explain the nature of the Bill
before he asks us to pass it.

Hon. Mr. CORBY—If hon. gentlemen
would, attend the meetings of committees
they would understand the Bill. I know
nothing about the Bill except that I intro-
duced it into the House.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL—The hon. gentleman
asks the Benate to pass on the principle of
a Bill, and nobody knows what the prin-
ciple is. We had better pass over this,
until the horl. gentleman who has charge of
the Bill is able to instruct the Senate as to
what the Bill means.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I am surprised
that an old parliamentarian like the hon.
gentleman who has just taken his seat has
not taken the usual course. These Bills
are printed in English and French, and
the hon. gentleman might have read that
Bill in one of those languages before this.
This is a private Bill, and should go to
the Private Bills Committee on Banking
and Commerce, to which private Bills are
generally referred.

Hon. Mr. CORBY—I understand the Bill
is in reference to the funds of the society
(reading the Bill) that is the whole Bill as
far as I know.

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

TITLE AND TRUST COMPANY ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
SECOND READING.
- Hon. Mr. Edwards moved the second
reading of Bill No. 16, An Act respecting
the Title and Trust Company, and to
change its name to ‘‘ Chartered Trust and
Executor Company.”

Several hon. GENTLEMEN—Explain.

Hon. Mr. EDWARDS—I do mnot think
there is any great explanation to make.
It is simply a Bill desiring a change in the
name. °

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

SECOND READINGS.

Bill No. 27, An Act respecting the St.
Lawrence and Adirondack Railway Com-
pany.—Hon. Mr. Davis.
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Bill No. 28, An Act respecting the Toronto
Eastern Railway Company.—Hon. Mr.
McHugh.

Bill No. 31, An Act respecting the British
Columbia Southern Railway Company.—
Hon. Mr. Bostock.

Bill No. 32, An Act to incorporate the
Brulé, Grande Prairie and Peace River
Railway Company.—Hon. Mr. Pope.

Bill No. 34, An Act respecting the Mani-
toba and North Western Railway Company
of Canada.—Hon. Mr. Watsen.

Bill No. 36, An Act to incorporate Northern
Pacific and British Columbia Railway Com-
pany.—Hon. Mr. Bostock.

Bill No. 37, An Act respecting the Pacific,
Peace River and Athabasca Railway Com-
pany.—Hon. Mr. Pope.

Bill No. 38, An Act respecting the Van-
couver, Victoria and Eastern Railway and
Navigation Company.—Hon. Mr. Bostock.

Bill No. 41, An Act respecting the Atha-
baska Northern Railway Company.—Hon.
Mr. DeVeber.

Bill No. 42, An Act respecting the Canada
Preferred Insurance Company.—Hon. Mr.
Bostock.

Bill No. 45, An Act respecting the Van-
couver Life Insurance Company.—Hon. Mr.
Bostock. - : _ )

Bill No. 46, An Act respecting the West-
ern Dominion. Railway Company.—Hon.
Mr. Talbot.

Bill (D), An Act for the relief of Helene
Suzette Baxter Douglas.—Hon. Mr. Mitchell.

Bill (C), An Act for the relief of William
Ewart New.—Hon. Mr. Talbot.

THIRD READING.

Bill No. 57, An Act to amend the. Senate
an:ii House of Commons.—Hon. Mr. Lough-
eed.

DISCONTINUANCE OF TRANSCONTIN-
ENTAL TRAINS.

DEBATE RESUMED.
The Order of the Day being called:

Resuming the adjourned debate on the motion
of the Honourable Mr. David:

That an humble address be presented to His
Royal Highness the Governor in Council; pray-
ing that His Royal Highness shall submitt to
this House copies of all petitions to the Gov-
ernment, or any member of the same, and of
all correspondence and documents in connection
with the discontinuation of the trains of the
Transcontinental between Abitibi and Hervey
Junction.—Hon. Mr. Casgrain.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I desire to crave
the attention of the House most particu-
Hon. Mr. DAVIS.

larly on this very important question, and
I desire hon. members of this Chamber to
realize that the Transcontinental railway
from Winnipeg to Moncton is your pro-
perty, the property of Canada to-day, in
the hands and urder the immediate control
of the Government of the day, just the same
as the Intercolonial railway or the Prince
Edward Island railway. Therefore I believe
it should be a live question with every
member of this hon. House as to what is to
be done in the immediate future about this
railway. The other day, when the matter
was being discussed, there was some little
difference amongst the members of this
House about the mileage of the road be-
tween Quebec and Cochrane. I took the
trouble to ascertain the correct mileage.
I find that the distance between the city of
Quebec and Cochrane is 567 miles. There
is, in that distance, a part of the road being
operated to-day—irom Cochrane eastward
as far as the town of Amos. While we are
on the question of the distance between
Cochrane and the town of Amos, I may say
that the distance between the town of Amos,
which is on the Hurricane river—and a
prosperous place it is—and Quebec is 427
miles. What the hon. gentleman from Mille
Iles (Hon. Mr. David) wanted to place be-
fore this House particularly, was the hard-
ship on the people living in Amos, and as
far as Bell river, and in that magnificent
country on either side of the Transcontin-
ental, in the province of 'Quebec. The

-population” of Amos has come from around

the city of Quebec. Their associations and
dealings are all with that part of the prov-
ince—-not with Montreal but with Quebec,
and mostly the county of Champlain, now
represented in the House of Commons by
the Hon. P. E. Blondin, the Minister of
Inland Revenue. A man in Amos wishing
to go either to his -home in the county of
Champlain or to Quebec on business, if the
road were in operation would have to travel
a distance of 427 miles. Now what is the
fact> The only service is the train that
runs westward from Amos to Cochrane and
the service is not a frequent one. This man
‘has to start from Amos and go to Coch-
rane, 140 miles; then he has to take the
Timiskaming and Northern Ontario and go
to North Bay. At North Bay he has the
choice of either going down to Scotia
Junction, and taking the Grand Trunk
railway to Quebec, or of taking the
Canadian Pacific railway at North Bay.
Taking the shortest possible route—140
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miles, Amos to Cochrane, 252 miles Coch-
rane to North Bay, then 360 miles from
North Bay to Montreal, then 172 miles from
Montreal to Quebec by Canadian Pacific
railway—and consequently that man would
have to travel some 922 miles instead of
going 427 miles. If that is not a hardship
on those settlers, I would like to know
how anything could be much worse than

to have to go that round-about way. If
you reduce this to mouey, going by the
short route from Amos to Quebec, at three
cents a mile, would come in round figures
to about $13; but if you go the round-about
way 922 miles at three cents, you would
have to pay nearly twenty-eight dollars.

Then, again, if a man buys a return
ticket at 5 cents a mile one way, going
by the short distance would cost him
about $21, while going the round-about
way—the way he has to go at present
—it would cost him $46. Hon. gentlemen
who have been connected with colonization
know that these settlers have to go to the
department in Quebec to settle about their
patents, and so on. I claim it is a great
hardship that that part of the road between
Amos and Quebec has not been opened up
and kept in operation. The line is actually
finished for that part of the road; it is fit
to be operated, and I do not suppose a
better road exists in Canada to-day, or
perhaps elsewhere, than that very road.
Of course, we are having a truce just now,
and one cannot find fault, but the question
has nothing to do with the war. I do not
think the present Government has ever
been sympathetic with the road. or have
ever encouraged it. On the other hand, all
the interests of Mr. Cochrane, the Minister
of Railways, are in Ontario—in Cochrane,
named after him; in Cobalt, and parti-
cularly in North Bay. Therefore, by making
Amos tributary to Cochrane, North Bay and
Cobalt, it brings that part of the business
to that portion of Ontario, depriving
Quebec of any benefit that might be
derived by that traffic. While on this
question, and to dispose of this question of
distance at once—for it has been discussed
several times in this House—by this Trans-
continental railway, the total distance
between Champlain market, in Quebec, and
Water street, in Winnipeg, is only 1,350
miles. I would like hon. gentlemen to mark
those figures and compare them with the
distances on the road by which you have
to travel now. If you are leaving Winnipeg
now by the Canadian Pacific railway—the
only road that has a through service to

Montreal—you have to go 1,412 miles to
Montreal alone. Besides that, you have to
go 172 miles from Montreal to Quebec,
making a grand total of 1,584 miles as
against 1,350. . .

Hon. Mr. DANIEL—Is the road com-
pleted between Quebec and Winnipeg?

‘Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Yes, it has been
completed for some time.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL—The hon. gentleman
stated that this is a Government railway,
and is to be qperated by the Government.
I was under the impression that when it was
built it was to be taken over and operated
by the Grand Trunk Pacific. Can the hon.
gentleman say why that has not been done?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I was coming to
that a little later, but I would just as soon
deal with it now. This road, as I said,
belongs to the Government. It has been
leased for 50 years to the Grand Trunk
Pacific, and that lease has been guaranteed
and endorsed by the old Grand Trunk Rail-
way Company of Canada, with its
$187,000,000 of assets. But the Grand Trunk
Pacific have already taken over a part of
this road—the part from Winnipeg to
Superior Junction. That part is 258 miles
long, and was taken over more than 3 years
ago; and I suppose the company would for
that time be paying its proportion of interest
on that part of the road.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—
That is mnot part of the Grand Trunk
Pacific proper. From Winnipeg to
Superior Junction, at the head of
Superior—that is the direct road from
Winnipeg to the head of lake Buperior.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—No, to Superior

" Junction.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I shall answer
that in a minute. The company has taken
over some three years ago, that portion of
the Transcontinental that never belonged
to the Grand Trunk Pacific, from Winnipeg
to Superior Junction, a distance of 258
miles. The part from Winnipeg to Super-
jor Junction was part. and parcel of the
Transcontinental, and belonged to the peo-
ple of Canada. The other part, from Super-
jor Junction to Port Arthur, has been con-
structed by the Grand Trunk Pacific them-
selves, and they are operating that. Of the
through line, the eastern half, east of Win-
nipeg belongs to the country and on this part
the company ought to pay three per cent
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as a rental after the first seven years;
the other part, west of Winnipeg, belongs
to the Grand Trunk Pacific absolutely.
The line from Superior Junction to
Port Arthur was largely subsidized by the
friends of the hon. gentleman from Hast-
ings (8ir Mackenzie Bowell). They gave,
if I remember correctly, some $2,000 in
money per mile, and 6,000 acres of land per
mile, but if the land were fo be taken
along the route between Port Arthur and
Superior Junction the land would not be
worth very much. ’

Hon. Mr. ROSS (Middleton)—Has the
Grand Trunk Pacific taken over the road

" from Superior Junction to Edmonton?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—The hon. gentle-
man from Middleton (Hon. Mr. Ross) was
not in the House when this matter was
discussed. The Transcontinental ends at
Winnipeg, therefore the Grand Trunk Paci-
fic could not take over the road west of
Winnipeg because it ends at that city. The
line from Winnipeg to Prince Rupert has
been built by the Grand Trunk Pacific
themselves, and I may say, for the hon.
gentleman’s special information, that gall
through the Prairie section, a distance of
922 miles, the road has been built—and I
challenge contradiction on that—without
costing the taxpayers of this country one
dollar in subsidy in money or one acre of
land, barring the right of way.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Which road is
that?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—That is the Grand
Trunk Pacific between Winnipeg and the
Rocky mountains. It has not cost Canada
one single dollar either in money or land.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The hon. gen-
tleman has not been keeping track of the
matter.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Did
Canada not guarantee the bonds? Of course,
when a man endorses he does not necessar-
ily have to pay the note.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—According to the
implementing clause we paid approximately
ten millions in cash.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—That implementing
clause was caused by the judgment of the
Supreme Court of Canada sustained by the
decision of the Privy Council in England
afterwards.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Canada had to
pay it.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—No, I beg pardon.
Not a dollar.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—We have paid it.

Hon. Mr. CABGRAIN—As Canada was
responsible, the Finance Minister thought
it would be better for the Government .
themselves to speculate on those bonds,
than to have them put out to the public.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—My hon. friend
is entirely mistaken. The judgment of the
Privy Council held that the Dominion of
Canada was liable for the difference between
the market price of the bonds and par. Con-
sequently, it was immaterial to Canada
whether she took over the bonds or paid the
amount. It cost the people of Canada ten
million dollars.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Was it not a fact
that the implementing clause was that over
and above the $13,000 originally guaranteed,
seeing the proceeds of the bonds netted
somewhere about $11,500, there was a deficit
of about $1,500 for which additional bonds
‘would have to be issued; is that not right?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—No, that is not
right.

Mon. Mr. CASGRAIN—That was my in-
formation.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—No.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—If the additional
bonds were to be issued, and if those bonds
were issued in the recent state of the mar-
ket, they would not have brought very
much, and still the Government would have
been responsible.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—No; that was the
contention of the Government of Canada,
but the Privy Council held that Canada was
not entitled to advance that contention; that
Canada had to make good the difference be-
tween the proceeds of the bond and par.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—If I have been
erring, I have been erring in good company
—in the company of the Minister of Justice
of this Government.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Oh, no.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—You say that was
the contention of Canada—the contention of
Canada on a legal question must be the
| contention of the Minister of Justice.
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Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—But, since the
judgment, the Minister of Justice does not
defend that.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I thought the
Government brought very good reasons to
show that I was right. Of course, the mem-
bers of the Privy Council did not agree with
the Minister of Justice. However, this was
in answer more particularly to the hon.
member ‘from North Bay (Hon. Mr. Gor-
don). I was about to say that the distance
by the Canadian Pacific railway to-day be-
tween Winnipeg and Quebec is 1,584 miles,
while the distance by the Transcontinental
—the road owned by the people of this coun-
try—is only 1,350 miles.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Yes, and it is closed.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Therefore, making
a difference in mileage of 234 miles. Now,
1 ask any hon. member of this House, if
there was a decent train service from Winni-
peg to Quebec, the terminus of the palatial
Canadian Pacific railway steamers, and the
larger steamers of the Allan line in Quebec,
would any one leaving Winnipeg on his way
to the old country or to Europe ever think
of travelling around by the Canadian Pacific
railway over a crooked road, over steep
grades and sharp curves, and paying $6
additional fare. Would they not instead go
by the beautiful highway, the equal of
which is not in this country? Would any
sane man go that round-about way? No man
would if there was a decent train service
from Winnipeg—nay, not only from Winni-

peg but west of Winnipeg—Brandon,
Moosejaw, Calgary, Edmonton, Vancou-
ver and Victoria. This applies to
Canada alone; but then the people

coming from the Orient—from Japan
and China—and all that travel would
take the shorter route as between Win-
nipeg and Quebec. When the hon. mem-
ber from North Bay (Hon. Mr. Gordon)
says that this year many hundreds and
thousands of dollars worth of rolling stock
in the Canadian Pacific railway were idle
at their divisional points, I grant that; but
I believe that if this road were opened there
would be a good deal more of the Canadian
Pacific railway stock that would be idle.
Nobody knows better than the hon. mem-
ber from North Bay what a magnificent
country there is, both east and west of Coch-
rane. West of Cochrane we have an extent
of between 500 and 600 miles—500 anyway—
of what we call the Ontario clay belt.
The land in that part of Ontario will com-

pare favourably, as to fertility, with the
very best land on the banks of the Red
river or the Assiniboine, or in Saskatchewan
on the banks of the Qu’Appelle river. The
land is the same kind of land, while the
clearing is most easy; as a lumberman, I
know that the hon. member from North Bay
wul bear me out in that—the clearing there
is much more easy than it is farther south
in the province of Quebec;’

Hon. Mr. DAVID.—West of Cochrane.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN.—West of Cochkrane.
Now I come east of Cochrane. One has to
travel about 70 miles coming east of Coch-
rane before one reaches the line dividing
Ontario and Quebec. That line runs on the
north side of Lake Abitibi, the Quebec por-
tion of the lake being smaller than that of
Ontario. Lake Abitibi is a beautiful, a mag-
nificent sheet of water, much larger than
lake 8t. John, and the shores of lake Abitibi
are absolutely level, and composed of the
most fertile soil. The lake itself is simply
a depression in the prairie. I am informed
that the depth of the lake is very small
indeed; that one can go out for miles and
miles on lake Abitibi before reaching a
depth of 12 or 14 feet. The shores are
thickly wooded, ‘and the lumber, as in all
northern latitudes, is not very large, but
there is good serviceable lumber along the
lake, and also along the streams that fall
into the lake, and along the Abitibi river,
which is the outlet of lake Abitibi. I allude
to this because the hon. member took excep-
tion to the statement that pulpwood could

be taken from Amos or Bell river down ™~

towards Quebec. Of course, the hon. gentle-
man himself knows that at Iroquois Falls
there is a large mill where pulpwood is
being manufactured. I do not know but
that he wants all the pulp to go to his mill;
but the hon. member will agree with me
that pulpwood could very well be taken by
train for the short haul from Amos and Bell
river, and eastward until you reach the
head waters of the St. Maurice river. Pulp-
wood, cordwood and logs could very well
be taken from Amos eastward for the short
haul along the Transcontinental railway
and then the logs could be dropped into the
head waters of the St. Maurice river and
those logs would come down in the usual
drive. Every one knows that there is mno
cheaper way of bringing lumber to a mill
than having it float down a stream and have
a gang of men in the spring carry on the
drive.
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Hon. Mr. GORDON—The reason . which
my hon. friend has given ds the very
reason why you could not bring the logs
The
reason that he gave was that ‘the logs
could be-floated down the stream cheaper
than any other way. Now he asks us to
believe that logs could be transported on
the railway, brought over to the river and
then brought down some place as cheap
as logs that were on the 8t. Maurice stream.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—As a lumberman

my “hon. friend knows that to be true—

that it is commonly done,—thaf where
there is no navigable or floatable stream
tributary to the mills, logs are hauled by
trains to a river and then floated down the
balance of the way. Mr. J. A. Dubuc had
limits which were not on the streams trib-
utary to his mill, so he hauled the logs by
trains, put them in the stream, and took
them to his mill.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC— How far?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I do not know
that it was very far.
cars, and so on. That is why I was speak-
ing of those logs being taken for a short
haul, because as the water at Amos and
Bell river flows northward towards James
bay, you would have to come pretty far
east—to the head waters of the St. Maurice
—before you would find any water flowing
into the St. Lawrence. Now, as I think I
have shown, any one living in Winnipeg
would take- the shorter route—I do not
think there could be very much doubt
about that—and come over the Transcon-
. tinental. There may be another reason why
the Government cannot to-day ask the
Grand Trunk Pacific railway to

Hon. Mr. GORDON—Permit me a ques-
tion. During winter do the bulk of the
passengers from Winnipeg, west of Winni-
peg, go to Quebec ?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—That is an easy
question to ask. The hon. gentleman
wants to know if the steamers come from
Quebec in winter time ? Is that it?

Hon. Mr. GORDON—No, I asked you if
the passengers from Winnipeg—

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I said the passen-
gers 'would come from Winnipeg to board
the palatial steamers of the Canadian
Pacific railway and the larger ones of the
Allan line, and I am not aware that they
come to Quebec in the winter time.

HON. MR. CASGRAIN.

He put them on the

Hon. Mr. GORDON—That is not the
point I want to get at. You were trying
to prove that, if the Transcontinental road
were being operated, by reason of it being
a shorter distance from Quebec to Winni-
peg by that line, passengers would natur-
ally go that way. Now, I want to know
—and I am asking for information—would
the bulk of passengers from Winnipeg and
west of Winnipeg go to Quebec during the
winter ?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Certainly they
would go to Quebec, cross on the ferry, and
take the Intercolonial railway and go to
St. John or Halifax. I do not know that
they could go any other way.

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—That is right; pro-
tect your national ports. ’

" Hon. Mr. GORDON—My own idea is that
the bulk of the passengers go to Montreal.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Where do they go
from there ?

Hon. Mr. GORDON—Would they not have
to come down by the Canadian Pacific rail-
way?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—No, the passengers
in summer would take the steamers which
call at Quebec in the summer months. In
winter months, when these steamers call at -
St. John or Halifax they would continue on
their journey either by the Intercolonial
railway or the Grand Trunk Pacific, passing
over the Quebec bridge, when it is built—
meanwhile the present Government has
bought a ferry by which to cross. But the
point I wish to make now is this: If the
Government is not operating the road—they
are not even asking the Grand Trunk Paci-
fic to take over the road—it is because they
know full well that they have not fulfilled
their obligation to the city of Quebec, in
regard to the terminus at Quebec. It is
quite possible to run a train from Winnipeg
tc Quebec, but the terminus in Quebec, as
called for by the contracts with the Grand
Trunk Pacific Company, is not completed.
The line is completed in an indifferent way
from the Quebec bridge to Champlain mar-
ket, a station is being put up at Champlain
market, but I do not know if it is finished
yet. The contract was given before the last
general election, it was taken away from the
contractor, then after he had pulled down
the old building—the old Champlain mar-
ket—new tenders were asked and a new
kind of building was designed and I believe
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the same contractor got the contract again,
though I am not sure, and now they are
building an indifferent sort of a station.
Also, they engaged to build workshops for
the railway where repairs could be made,
and instead of putting the shops where the
railroad comes in at Quebec, in the valley
of the St. Lawrence where the railroad is,
those shops were put in the valley of the
8t. Charles river, nowhere near the railway
at all. I suppose some good friend had land
there that he did not exactly know what to
do with—the town-lot business having waned
in Quebec as elsewhere—and the land was
bought at a very good figure and the shops
put there. What was to be done to con-
nect the road and the shops? They have to
go up the St. Lawrence 15 miles so as to get
a grade to go down to the shops. The last
Postmaster General, Hon. L. P. Pelletier,
designed a scheme; he was going to find the
heart of Quebec and was going to make a
tunnel, and this tunnel was to join the val-
ley of the St. Lawrence with the valley of
the St. Charles River. Needless to say the
tunnel was never started; therefore, I do
not know what use those shops are to be,
as they are erected to-day, because they are
three or four or five miles away as the crow
flies from the line. They will bave to be
connected by going fifteen miles up the
St. Lawrence. In order to make connection
they bought the line of another railway in
order to have temporary access to those
shops. 5

Hon. Mr. CLORAN—Lots of graft.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—When first we dis-
cussed this question in this House many
were more or less sceptical when I spoke of
that clay belt—that wonderfully fertile
plateau extending from lake Seul—
extending west of Cochrane 400 miles
and east of Cochrane about 200 miles. It
was said there was nothing up there
but muskeg, moss, rocks and so on.
Although I had been there before, I had
the advantage last June of going over that
_country in company with the premier of
the province of Quebec, Sir Lomer Gouin,
and the Hon. Honore Mercier, Minister of
Colonization, Mines and Fisheries, and
some of the officials of the department.
We went to Cochrane—there was no
other way of going, as the road was not
in operation, and we had to go a roundabout
way—and from Cochrane we travelled to
Amos, passing the interprovincial line.
There the Prime Minister expressed @
desire of having some distinctive mark.
such as an arch, to show where Ontario
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ends and Quebec begins. At Amos we saw
an enterprising town with a town hall, a
good sized church, several houses, a saw-
mill, large stores, and a very prosperous
population. That town is on the east bank
of the Hurricana river, one of the most
veautiful rivers I have ever had the oppor-
tunity of seeing. I would compare it, per-
haps, to the Richelieu river above St. John,
or the Richelieu immediately after it leaves
lake Champlain. The shores are just about
the same height, 13, 14 or perhaps 20 feet
above the level of the river. We went up
in the steamboat from the railway, up that
river expanding in some places, and
breaking out in beautiful, lovely lakes,
and on each side settlers were clear-
ing land with the greatest facility. The
clearing is most easy in that part of the
country, because the roots of the trees do
not go deeply in the soil, but go just
through the humus of the ground; when
these roots come to the clay bottom they
anread into what the French call “plaqué.”
When a fire has passed through, the roots
are pretty well burned out, and clearing is
most easy. I was told by settlers there that
they could clear four acres of land as easily
as they could clear one acre-in the other
parts of the province of Quebec.

Hon.-Mr. WATSON—That indicates poor
soil. :

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I hear the voice of
Manitoba; they are jealous because they
envy the many thousands and millions
of acres of good land we have up there.
Now that immense plateau, with a length
of say 600 miles and an average width of
10C miles, is a tremendous area; it would
make no less than 1,700 townships. It may
be interesting to note that we have to-day
in the Northwest, actually surveyed and
laid out, in the three provinces of Manitoba,
Saskatchewan and Alberta, 8,000 townships.
As a township is six miles square, it may
be stated that in no other country, not even
Argentina or the Steppes of Russia, has such
an extensive system of survey been carried
on as in these territories I have just men-
tioned. If those 8,000 townships were placed
one after the other, they would go twice
around the earth at the Equator; that is,
there are 24,000 miles to go around at the
equator, and it would take 4,000 townships
to go once around, and the other 4,000 town-
ships would make the other belt around; or
it would make a belt 12 miles wide going
once around the earth. All that area
has been surveyed and occupied, hence
1,700 townships is not so very extensive, but
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only about 15 per cent of the total. I re-
member years and years ago hearing in the
other House Sir Charles Tupper describing
the possibilities of the Northwest, and when
he said that so many acres would be culti-
vated, and that at so much per acre it would
amount to so many bushels, people thought
he was talking as a dreamer. However, his
predictions have been almost realized now,
and they will be in the near future. I really
believe you will see this immense plateau
in the near future occupied, and occupied
largely by a population from the province of

_Quebec, as the French-Canadians of Quebec

seem to be the only ones in this country
who are willing to go and wrestle with the
stump, clear the land, and develop it; you
do not see very much of that in Ontario. If
you look along the Canadian Pacific railway
you will find that with the opening of that
road the French-Canadian went into Ontario
and in places like Sudbury, North Bay, the
Algomas, Sault Ste. Marie, you will see these
places largely populated by the French-Can-
adian who came along as the road was being
built, cleared the land, and established
themselves there. It has been a good thing
for Ontario, for had it not been for the in-
flux of those 250,000 French-Canadians
Ontario would have made a very poor show-
ing in the last census as far as nativity is

~ concerned; Ontario would be away behind

that pernicious place called France if it had
not been for the help they got from the
French-Canadian of northern Ontario.

Several hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Now, that immense
country will be peopled in the near future
by a large contingent coming from the pro-
vince of Quebec. Even to-day in the town
of Cochrane the majority of the population
is composed of French-Canadians. Men
who have had good farms in eastern Que-
bec left those farms with some money,
brought their sons, and managed to
open the country, clear the land, and settle
their sons on that land. The Government
gives the land free, and does not exact one
dollar for 100 acres of land—and that is
the very best land. The land up there is
good not only in Quebec but also in Ontario.
From New Liskeard to Cochrane, a distance
of some 150 miles, has been settled, as we
know, and the wheat grown at New Lis-
keard took the first prize at the Exhibition
at Glasgow, Scotland—beating the Manitoba
wheat. I may tell the hon. gentleman from
Portage la Prairie (Hon. Mr. Watson), that
on the east side of Lake Timiskaming land

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN.

is good, and across the Quinze River, in
Quebec, all the land is perfectly good for
settlement. The further north you go and
the smaller the timber is, the easier is the
clearing; and when you get to this magnifi-
cent railway the Transcontinental—when
that railway is in operation—you will see a
population there which will be very consi-
derable indeed in the near future. I believe
it is the duty of this Government as soon as
they possibly can to organize a service clean
through and open that road. Portions of
the road are being operated—in eastern
Quebec, from Quebec towards Moncton;
from Cochrane to Winnipeg west; from
Cochrane east to Amos, and the only part
that is not operated is the 427 miles from
Amos to Quebec. If that part was in oper-
ation there would be a through service.
No one can expect a railroad running
through a country of primeval forest to pay
its way the first year, but a beginning must
be made, there have to be sacrifices at first.
It is unavoidable that sacrifices have to
be made some time or other. At this very
moment that road has been used to take up
the aliens—Austrians and Germans—who
are kept in the concentration camps near
Amos and are being used to clear the land,
and it is safe to say they cannot escape
because they would have ta pass the rail-
way and go back towards Ontario; it is an
excellent place for them to be. Now, if
there had been any facilities those aliens
would have cut a lot of timber this year,
but there were no facilities for transport-
ation whatever, and I do not know what the
Government is occupying these people at
just now. I am afraid their work is going
to be lost. In conclusion I would invite
every hon. member of this House, as soon
as there are facilities, to go over that
territory for themselves, and they will see
that the sun .does not shine on a nicer,
better or more fertile piece of land than
that along the Transcontinental and the
clay belt of Ontario and Quebec.

Several hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—When the hon.
gentleman from Mille Iles gave notice of .
the motion now before us I thought that in
proposing it he would give us more explan-
ation than he has given. I thought he
would, be in a position to give us evidence
that the operation of the road from Amos
down to Quebec would have been a com-
plete necessity since December last, for
I understand that the operation of the road
was stopped only since last December. At
the same time, if the hon. gentleman had
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taken information from correct quarters he
would have discovered that within a.very
few days the Government will have the
road opened and operated.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—Moreover, I am
. afraid that the Government will have to
operate the road for many.years to come.
The hon. gentleman in trying to prove that
the Government had lacked in not oper-
ating that part of the road between Amos
and Quebec since December last, gave as
evidence that that would have been a good
proposition, one of Mr. Authier’s letters
saying that if the road had been in oper-
ation they would have been able to ship
some 30 or 40 thousand loads of pulpwood
and a couple of millions of logs.
The hon. gentleman from Nipissing dis-
posed of that question very readily. We
_ know that the hon. gentleman is a man of
vast experience in the lumber trade and
understands it perfectly well. He is also
familiar with the transportation of timber,
and pulp wood, floating it on streams or
transporting it by rail, and he told us that
the transportation of 30,000 or 40,000 cords
of pulp wood would mean practically noth-
ing, and the freight to be earned on the
transportation of 2,000,000 feet of logs would
bring about $5,000. If all the business done
by the company was the transporting of
goods to the value of about ten or fifteen
thousand dollars during the three or four
months, it would not be very encouraging
for the Government to operate the railway.
As I said a moment ago, the Government
is bound to open the road very soon and
keep it in operation, though if the Grand
Trunk Pacific were agreeable to the ar-
rangements which were made in 1903, the
company would have to take hold of the
road and operate it. But gentlemen who
were in this House in 1903 remember very
well with what reluctance the Grand Trunk
Pacific came to the conclusion that they
would have to agree to take the lease of that
road from Superior Junction down to Mone-
ton. We heard in the House and on the
street then that the Grand Trunk Pacific
Company would not have worked and kept
in operation that part of the road. Why?
Because the Grand Trunk Pacific Company,
which is practically the Grand Trunk Rail-
way, has interests in diverting all its trade
to Portland, in the State of Maine. That
company has already spent about §25,000,000
in making and improving the port of Port-
S—63

land. They have no interest at all in the
ports of St. John or Halifax.

They may use Montyeal as a port in
summer time, but they will never use the
ports of St! John or Halifax in winter time.
Why? Because their line of railway is
shorter to Portland by 200 or 300 miles;
because they have a fine port which they
have made themselves, on which they have
spent several million dollars; we will never
see the Grand Trunk Pacific using the
Transcontinental from Superior Junction
down to Quebec or Moncton. As I said a
little while ago, the hon. gentleman from
Mille Iles (Hon. Mr. David) failed to give us
evidence that the road ought to have been
kept in operation from Amos down to Que-
bec since December last. I expected a gen-
tleman of the experience of the hon. member
from De Lanaudiére (Hon. Mr. Casgrain)
would give us some further explanation and
some further evidence that the road needed
to be operated during the last winter. How-
ever, to my great disappointment the hon.
gentleman never mentioned a word about
that.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Yes.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—He never said it was
necessary to operate the road from Amos
down to Quebec. He said there might be
some difficulties—a few travellers who were
going down to Quebec or Champlain county
might have to go by North Bay and then
come down to Montreal. He failed to tell
us how many travellers he expected would
want to travel that way since December
last. He also told us that the land is so
good on each side of Cochrane, that we
would in the next few years see large
towns built, and the country settled by
farmers in good circumstances. If in five,
ten, fifteen, or twenty years we sece
that, which everybody would be happy
to see. that the land is so good
that all the settlers will try to go there,
then we are sure the road will be pro:perous.
Even though in 15 or 20 years many settlers
will be there and will have to ship their
goods by rail, how would that help in the
operating of the road from December last?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—If there is no road
operating the road form December last?

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—No,“but I have just
said if the hon. gentleman from Mille Isle
(Hon. Mr. David) had obtained correct in-
formation, he would have been informed
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that the road would soon be opened and
operated. In 1903, when the law incorporat-
ing the Transcontinental was passed, sev-
eral members of this House stated that the
Grand Trunk Pacific Company would never
operate the road because it was against their
interests. ‘I said so myself; I could not
find it possible for the Grand Trunk
Pacific to lease that line and operate it
when they had a short line to Portland.
It was. against their interest. Before the
law was passed in 1903, Hon. Mr. Field-
ing, Minister of Finance in the Government,
gave figures of what the expected cost of the
National Transcontinental railway would
be, seeing the Grand Trunk Pacific had
agreed to pay interest at the rate of 3 per
cent on the whole cost of the line, and then
operate it? What has been the result?
What did the government of business men,
the men of the late Administration do?
They appointed a commission of four mem-
bers, and they had to spend millions and
millions in the building of that railway.
Everybody would be inclined to believe that
the first duty of the Government in appoint-
ing these men would be to appoint men of
experience ‘in railway construction and
operation. If they had appointed gentlemen
of the experience of the hon. gentleman
from de Lanauditre (Hon. Mr. Casgrain)
do you believe we would have had the same
results? Far from it.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—They would have
been worse.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—But the late Govern-
ment thought that anybody was able to
build a railway of that magnitude—a road
having a length of 1,800 miles—that a man
who had never seen railway construction,
or had never seen a spike driven to attach
a rail to a tie, would be a fit man to expend
some hundreds .of millions of dollars. Con-
sequently the estimates of men of not the
slightest experience in railway construc-
tion were tdKen, and what was the result?
Instead of costing about $33,000 a mile
from Winnipeg to Moncton, what have we
to pay? We have about-one hundred and
eighty millions to pay, about three times
the amount stated in the House by Mr.
Fielding. Right Hon. Sir Wilfrid Laurier
went one better. He thought thirteen mil-
lions would build the whole line.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—In annual in-
terest.
Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—He never said so.
Hon. Mr. BOLDUC.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Oh, yes. It is
most amusing to hear my hon. friend attri-
bute such a statement to the late Prime
Minister.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—How is it the road
1as cost 8o much—about three times what
-as proposed to be spent .on that con-
truction? I have stated that the reason
vas because of the estimates of men with-
yut any experience; and how have these
nen acted in the construction of that road?
Ve would expect a private company to try
» have many tenderers for the construction
" 2 railway, but, instead of that, they
divided the whole length of the railroad
into about 21 sections, and they put such
stringent conditions in the clauses given by
them for the tenderers that it was impos-
sible for any one to tender without exposing
himself to complete ruin. Amongst the
clauses mentioned were the following:

And we do hereby declare and agree that in
case of refusal or failure to execute the said
contract with the commissioners, and also to
furnish the approved security required, to an
amount not exceeding one third of the estimated
total consideration of the contract, for the faith-
full performance of the sald contract, within
ten days after acceptance of this tender, the
said cheque shall be forfeited to the said com-
missioners as liquidated damages for such re-
fusal or falure, and that all contract rights
acquired by the aceptance of this tender shall
be forfeited.

So that the tenderer who is not on good
terms with the commissioner was exposed
to the risk of losing everything he had.
The amount to be deposited was.not men-
tioned. It was stated in the directions that
this amount was not to exceed one-third of
the whole contract. A man contracting for
eight or ten million dollars, was liable to
be called on, in the eight days following the
awarding of the contract, to give an amount
equal to a third of the amount of his
tender. If he-could not he would forfeit his
deposit. We understand very well how few
men were able to tender for the construction
of that railway. But, happily for the large
contractors, they could make some ten or
fifteen million dollars of profit without
touching a shovel or spike, and if it had
been open to all the contractors—all those
who were in a position to build the railway
—the road would have cost at least
twenty-five or thirty million less than it
actually did cost. I have been informed
that the railway now has been accepted by
the Government; there may be some of
those small difficulties still with regard to
some extras.
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Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Some momentum
grades.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—Which always come
against a company or a Government. But
the Government is in possession of the rail-
road now, and I am also informed that the
Government has notified the Grand Trunk
Pacific that they are ready to hand the road
over to them, but the Grand Trunk Pacific
are not ready to receive it.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Not coming across?

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—It will take several
years. The hon. gentleman from De Lanau-
diére (Hon. Mr. Casgrain)said the company
was operating of the portion from Superior
Junction to Winnipeg. They may have run-
ning rights on that part of the road, but I
hope the Government will see its way not to
grant any more rights to the Grand Trunk
Pacific before they have complied with
their contract and agreement —they have
contracted to operate the road in its whole
length. I hope they will not permit the
company to use the only part of the road
which is to their advantage, and to leave
the other. Of course, -if the Government

-cannot induce the company to take over
the road, they will have to operate it them-
selves, at what cost I do not know. It will
be ten times worse than the Intercolonial
railway, but still they will have to operate
it. I hope if the Government operates it
they will operate the road from Moncton
to Winnipeg. In looking over Mr. Autier’s
letter, and in perusing that letter we could
discover a good partisan grip.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—He is a Tory.

Hon. Mr. DAVID—Is the recommendation
of the Board of Trade of Quebec worth
nothing?

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—No, they simply say
we should operate the road.

Hon. Mr. DAVID—Common sense would
tell us that.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—And he says in his
-{etter that the fact that the road is not
being operated has prevented many set-
tlers from going to that Abitibi district.
and that if it were operated we would sec
numerous settlers going there. I believe he
is mistaken. We from the province of
Quebec know very well that it is not a
question of railway that prevents people
from settling on Government land; it is the
Department of Lands and Forests of the

province of Quebec, with their poor policy

of trying to prevent a settlement of Gov-

ernment lands as long as possible. This is

not a party question; all the papers com-

plain that the Liberal Government of Que-
bec instead of trying to induce the settlers

to go on Government lands, prevent their

settling on these lands as long as a single

stick of good merchantable wood has not

been removed.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—Does the hon.
gentleman know the Crown Lands Depart-
ment has sold over 1,500 lots already around
Amos, and that any quantity of land to-
day is at the disopsal of the settlers?

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—Then all the good
timber must be removed from that place,
because I know it is the policy of the Gov-
ernment at the present time to retain those
lands.

Hon. Mr CASGRAIN—It has never been
lumbered over at all.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—Any settler wanting
to settle on Crown Lands in Quebec must
travel 50 or 100 miles to see an agent, and
when he gets there he finds the land is
withdrawn from sale;it is in the reserved
portions of the township. He has to go
back and travel around for five or six
months before he succeeds in obtaining a
lot, and he will never obtain it before the
lumber merchant has cleared all the good
timber from the lot.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I would not like
the hon. gentleman to place himseslf on
record with such a statement as that, be-
cause the part of the province under dis-
cussion has never been under licenses at all.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—Then there is no
timber on it. I must say that the motion
of my hon. friend from Mille Iles (Hon.
Mr. David) was not necessary. He should
have saved his time and all the trouble
he took to make his motion. I may re-
mark, en passant, that while he has a
perfect right to do as he pleases, he is
a great deal more anxious to discover griev-
ances now than he was before 1911.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I had not thought of
saying anything on this question, but the
speech of the hon. gentleman from Lauzon
(Hon. Mr. Bolduc) it seems to me, is in-
tended as a sort of challenge to members
who do not agree with him, to intervene
in the discussion. I thought the hon. gen-
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tleman hz;d been. long enough in the Senate
to have shed his party _feelings pretty
effectually. .

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—Can the hon. gentle-
man say he has shed his ? :

Hon. Mr. POWER—And I must say,
having met him in different connections
in the Senate I saw no reason to think
he had not got rid of his party feelings;
but the speech he has now made shows
that the dye had sunk in very deeply, and
that he is very considerably influenced by
the sentiments he brought up from the
other chamber. . The hon. gentleman from
Mille Iles (Hon. Mr. David), moved a reso-
lution dealing with the existing condition
of things, a resolution dealing with the
business of the present hour, and a reso-
lution that did mnot involve any partisan
sentiment whatever. The hon. gentleman’s

_resolution was:

That an humble address be presented to His
Royal Highness the Governor General; pray-
ing that His Royal Highness shall submit to
this House copies of all petitions to the Gov-
ernment or any member of the same, and of all
correspondence and documents in connection
with the discontinuation of the trains of the
Transcontinental between Abitibi and Hervey
Junetion. » B

That was a perfect business-like, reason-
able, and non-partisan request.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—What about his
speech ?

Hon. Mr. POWER—If this road has been
built and the Government decided to take
it over, then the question, whether the
Government were going to run trains, or
allow the rails to rust, is a practical and
important question. As to the number of
immigrants that may go in there, I leave
that to the hon. member from Mille Iles
(Hon. Mr. David) and the hon. gentleman
from De Lanaudiére (Hon. Mr. Casgrain).
But the hon. gentleman from Lauzon (Hon.
Mr. Bolduc) was not satisfied to deal with
the present; he. went back to the past, and
undertook to discuss things that had hap-
pened in the year 1903, and after that; and
among other things the hon. gentleman
made an attack on the National Transcon-
tinental Railway Commissioners. I do mot
mean to say that he attacked their personal
characters, but he attacked them as mot
being qualified for the work for which they
were appointed. The hon. gentleman
seems to think that, instead of having a
lawyer and two or three business men on
the commission, it should have been com-

Hon. Mr. POWER.

posed of engineers like the hon. gentleman
from De Lanaudiére (Hon. Mr. Casgrain).
I understand the hon. gentleman would
have been satisfied if the hon. gentlemin
from De Lanaudidre had been appointed.
I do not think, to begin with, that it is
necessary that a commission intended for
purposes such as that commission was in-
tended for, should be composed of engineers.
On the contrary, I do not think we have
ever known any important work to be

transacted as to which you would
not find eminent engineers differing in
the most radical way from one
another; what you really need is a

body of business like, sensible men, who
will employ engineers to give them tech-
nical advice as to what they ought to do.
That was the course the Transcontinental
Commissioners took, and that they were
justified and wise in taking that line is
proved by the following facts, which the hon.
gentleman cannot deny: after the Nationasl
Transcontinental Commission had been got
rid oi the present Government appointed
a gentleman named Leonard, who was to
be the whole commission in himself. He
was a most eminent engineer, even more
eminent than the hon. gentleman from De
Lanaudiére, but he had not been in office
many months when it was found that he
was really not doing any better than his
predecessors had done. He resigned, and
the Minister of Railways is at the present
time the Transcontinental Railway Commis-
sioner.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—And he is not

an engineer.

Hon. Mr. POWER—But the complaint I
desire particularly to make is this: the
present Government, perhaps judeing others
by themselves, and by their friends,
thought this great work could not have
been operated for several years without
corruption and malpractice occurring. They
appointed a commission of inquiry who
were qualified enough to do the work; and
the work the commissioners were expected
to do was to find that there had been cor-
ruption, ignorance, and general malpractice
in the construction of the Transcontinental.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—And they found it?
Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Not one dollar.

Hon. Mr. POWER—They did not; that is
just the point. That commission spent
several months making inquiries, they pub-
lished two or four volumes of a report, and
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from the beginning of that report to the
end it clearly appears that they were unable
to substantiate a single charge of dishonest
or improper conduct on the part of the
National Transcontinental Railway Com-
mission. Although that Commission of In-
quiry cost a great deal of money, I think
the money was well spent; because it
showed that one great public work at any
rate, had been constructed in Canada with-
out any graft or \mproper conduct. The
hon. gentleman should have stopped to
think a little before he made that attack
on the National Transcontinental Railway
Commission. If the hon. gentleman can
point to any undertaking—not one as great
as the National Transcontinental railway—
but any undertaking of that character at
all, which has been conducted under Con-
servative auspices, about which a commis-
sion of inquiry could not find something
improper, then I am quite prepared to
accept his view.

Hon. Mr. GORDON—I was under the im-
pression that the gentleman who represenis
the constituency with the unpronouncable
name, having taken over a week to pre-
pare his speech on this subject, was going
to give us a reason why the railway from
Cochrane to Quebec should have been
operated this season. That was the ques-
tion I thought he was going to answer to-
day. He has not given us any facts or
figures to prove that the railway should
have been operated this winter, other than
to say that we have there a road which he
considers to be the best in the world, a
railway some 200 miles shorter between
Winnipeg and Quebec than the Canadian
Pacific railway. For these two reasons it
is a railway which could be operated by
a company to pay handsome dividends
even this winter, because if the facts are
as he stated then the railway in question
would take all the trade which the Canadian
Pacific railway has obtained this winter
between the coast and Quebec. I venture
to say— and I say it without fear of being
contradicted by any gentleman who knows
anything about railway operations in this
House, or any gentleman from the West—
that if that railroad were being operated
to-day it would not pay for the coal which
it would use. Imagine a train leaving Win-
nipeg to-day and going down to Quebec, on
a line where there is not one single solitary
feeder, except at Port Arthur over the
Superior road—and even that would be a
branch from which they could not expect

to receive any freight. It has but that one
feeder—and it should not be considered a
feeder—and the Timiskaming and North-
ern Ontario railway which also cannot
be considered a feeder for anything
going east. I am sure, if hon. gentle- -
men think over the situation, after the
explanation which my hon. friend has given
us. with regard to the character of the
country through which the road runs, they
will ‘agree with me. He informed us can-
didly, I think, that between Amos and as
far as he went on the road—Bell river?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Bell river.

Hon. Mr. GORDON—There were only a
few hundred settlers, and that being the
case it is easy for any person to see thatl
there would be practically no local trade
whatever. One of the things he said with
regard to the pulp wood, which he thought
should have been transported this winter
by this railway, was this: that the railway
would transport that pulp wood to the St.
Maurice, and then it would be floated down
that stream. I have too much respect for
my hon. friend as a business man to think
he is sincere in putting that proposition
forward, because he knows, even better
than I do, that there are millions of cords
of pulp wood on the St. Maurice yet, and
he knows, even better than I do, that to-
day the only business which can stand up
is the business which can be done at a
profit. No person is going to buy that pulp
wood, no person is going to try to take out
pulp wood, out of which a living profit
cannot be made for the man who is taking
it out. Therefore that dissipates his argu-
ment with regard to that.

Hon. Mr. DAVID—Did the hon. senator
for Lauzon (Hon. Mr. Bolduc) not say in
his great speech that the Government was
to operate the road? How does the hon.
gentleman from Nipissing (Hon. Mr. Gor-
don) reconcile what he says with what the
hon. gentleman from Lauzon said?

Hon. Mr. GORDON—I heard what the
hon. gentleman said as well as my hon.
friend heard it, and that is all I know about
it. I do not know whether the Government
intend to operate it or whether they do not,
but I would like to ask my hon. friend this
question: if by operating this road all the
trade could be taken away from the Cana-
dian Pacific railway, and money could be
made out of the operation of it, why have
the Grand Trunk railway not taken over
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this road before to-day, which we are told
is completed? The Grand Trunk railway
men are business men. The receipts on
their road, as well as the receipts of others,
have been climbing all winter, and I am
sure they would have been only too glad
to have operated it before now, if they could
have made money out of it.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—The reason they
are not operating it is. because things are
so bad since the hon. gentleman’s friends

" came into power that there is no business
to be done by anybody.

Hon. Mr. GORDON—We will take that
for the hon. gentleman’s answer, I had
hoped the hon. gentleman would exhibit
more intelligence in giving an answer,
because every one knows the depression
under which we are suffering at the
present time would have existed no matter
what Government were in power. Every
person knows that the only business which
we can expect for that road, and for which
we have now to sit down and wait, is that
which we may expect from the West next
fall. If the crops are not any better than they
were this year, and there is no increased
acreage, I submit it is better for the coun-
try, in the event of the Government having
to operate that road, to leave it as it is,
because it is good business sense not to
throw good dollars after bad. If the road
can only be operated at a loss, it is better
to leave it until the time to operate it suc-
cessfully arrives.

Hon. Mr. WATSON.—I have no intention
of taking up the time of the House on this
question, but because of some remarks that
fell this afternoon from hon. gentlemen on
the other side of the House I could not sit
still; I could not allow them to go without
some contradiction. The last hon. member
who spoke said that if the road were not
going to pay, better let it stand idle, let the
ties rot—Ilet the rails rot rather than operate
it at a loss. When that road was built,
when the people of Canada undertook to
finance that road, and made a bargain
with the Grand Trunk Pacific, it was never
contended that there were not some portions
of that road which could not be operated
except at a loss. The hon. gentleman
knows perfectly well that the Canadian
Pacific railway, a successful corporation,
operates hundreds, yes thousands of miles
where the local freight do not pay the axle
grease, but they operate these portions in
connection with the whole system.

Hon. Mr. GORDON.

Why do not the Grand Trunk Pacific take
over this road, and be compelled to operate
it under the contract with the Govern-
ment? Simply because the hon. gentle-
man’s friends alter the change of Govern-
ment, degraded the road to such an extent
as to allow the Grand Trunk Pacific to
refuse to comply with the conditions under
which they would take over that road.

Several hon. GENTLEMEN—No.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—Consequently the
Grand Trunk Pacific now are holding back
looking for better terms than they made
with the late Government for taking over
and operating that road. I say that it is
a hardship, and the gentleman who brought
this matter before the House is entitled to
the sympathy of the people for whom he is
speaking, because those people no doubt
went in there and settled in that
country on the expectation that because .

that road was built they would have
railway  accommodation and railway
communication. Mr. hon. friend gets

up now and says, “ No, let the people
stay there; unless there are people
sufficient to make it profitable to open that
road, they prefer that it should not be
operated at all.” That is what I complain
of. My hon. friend from Lauzon (Hon.
Mr. Bolduc) criticised the action of the late
commission, but the hon. member from
Halifax (Hon. Mr.- Power) has sufficiently
answered that. A commission was appoint-
ed by the present Government, properly so
I say, to investigate, and it is a good job
they did. For one thing, it is compliment-
ary to public life in Canada that after a
thorough investigation no fault was found
with the Grand Trunk Pacific Commission.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—You have never read
the report, then?

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I read the report,
I listened to the investigation, and I found
there was no charge in connection with that
commission. More than that, the Grand
Trunk Pacific vouched for every dollar that
was expended by the commission on the
road, that was built under their own plans
and under the supervision of their own
engineers; the contract was in such shape
that had the Liberal Government remained
in power, and the commission completed
the road the Grand Trunk Pacific would
have been operating that road to-day, they
would have had to do it under their con-
tract. I was rather surprised to hear the
hon. gentleman expressing wonder at
$13,000,000 being the amount spoken of for
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the building of the Transcontinental rail-
way. He knows very well it was never
suggested that that section of the road
could be built for 13 millions. That was the
estimate of cost for interest prepared by
the Chief Engineer, Mr. Schreiber, and suw-
mitted to Parliament at the time that con-
tract was let, and the proposition was sub-
mitted to the people of Canada.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—What were the
figures given by Mr. Fielding in the other
House?

Hon. Mr. WATSON—The figures given
at that time and talked of were at a cost
of $13,000,000 to Canada for interest.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—No, he said $57,-
000,000.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—Sir Wilfrid Laurier
said $13,000,000. Now I say if there are
any reflections to make in connection with
the Grand Trunk Pacific, and the non-
operation of the road, it is the fact that
hon. gentlemen who now countrol the affairs
of this country interfered with the carry-
ing out of that contract and bedeviled the
whole thing by degrading the road so that
- the Grand Trunk Pacific to-day are not
compelled under their contract to take over
the road, the Government are practically
admitting they are not, because there is no
necessity that they should take it over
and operate it.

"Hon. Mr. GORDON—Will the hon. gentle-
man answer a question?

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I will try to. -

Hon. Mr. GORDON—My hon. friend from

- de Lanaudiére (Hon. Mr. Casgrain) told us

that this road was the best graded road in

the world—best ties, best rails and every-
thing else.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—So they are.

Hon. Mr. GORDON—Now, yvou say the
road has been degraded; where is the dis-
crepancy?

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I am not reflecting
on the ties or on the rails, but I say the road
has been degraded because the grades have
been changed. :

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—Where?

Hon. Mr. WATSON—The contract was to
be a certain grade—four-tenths of one per
cent going east, and six-tenths going west:
They have degraded the road and called
these inferior grades “momentum grades.”
The Grand Trunk Pacific have a just case

in saying, “You were not building that road
according to contract.”

Hon. Mr. GORDON—He says it is the
best in the world.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I have no doubt the
western portion of the road is the best in
the world. Previous to the change of grades
by this Government I have no hesitation in
saying it was the best piece of railway in the
world.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL—Was there not a
pasher grade on it, or at least two, of one
per cent rise, I think down in New Bruns-
wick or in the eastern part of Quebec?

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I want to say that
any grades that are over the four-tenths or -
six-tenths of one per cent agreed to while
the commission was constructing that road,
were agreed to by the Grand Trunk Pacific,
and could not interfere with that contract,
and if that is the case my contention is
right, that the Government should be in a
position to compel the Grand Trunk Pacific
to take over that road and operate it accord-
ing to contract. But Mr. Chamberlin wrote
protesting against the degrading of that
road and notifying the Government that
the Grand Trunk Pacific would not take
over the road because it had been degraded.
What I am complaining of is that the Gov-
ernment put the Grand Trunk Pacific in
such a position that they are not compelled
to take over and operate that road. We
people in the West want every outlet, every
spout we can have, for carrying out our
grain. I know that road as far west as
from Winnipeg to Edmonton, and there was
no better road in America. I think it is a
marvel, and railway people who rode over
it were surprised that a road of such recent
construction can be in such good condition
as it is to-day.

Hon. Mr. GORDON—I{ the road were in
operation now, how much freight do you
think you would have to send over it to-day?

Hon. Mr. WATSON—My hon. friend
ought to know that, because it was sup-
posed that there would not be sufficient
freight to make it a paying proposition for
some years, and therefore the Government
provided for seven years interest to allow
for the collection of freight. I have no
doubt at all that if that road was operated,
instead of the few settlers to which my hon.
friend made reference, there would be
thousands of settlers in addition to those
that are there to-day; but if the people are
going to be held up, and given no railway
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communication, what is the use of settling
the country? Surely the road is built and
ought to be operated, even if it has to be
operated at a loss for a time; the Canadian
Pacific railway is operated for hundreds of
miles at a loss as far as local trade is con-
cerned. Why not operate this road, and
thus divert trade down from Cochrane in the
other direction? ;

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—I
understand the hon. gentleman (Hon. Mr.
Watson) to say that the reason that the
Grand Trunk Pacific have not taken over
that road was on account of the changes
that were made, which he designates as
degrading the road?

Hon. Mr. WATSON—Yes.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Do
you speak authoritatively in that?

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I think so, when 1
quote Mr. Chamberlin’s letter to the
Government saving that he refused to take
the road over because of the degrading of
the road. Surely that is sufficient evidence.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Then
there is another reason, at all events, why
the company would not take the road over—
because they would not assume the respon-
sibility for the expenditure on the road; the
road had cost so much more than was con-
templated that it would impose on the Grand
Trunk Pacific an annual expenditure so
great, over and above anything they could
earn, that they would not take the road
over.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—No, 1 take issue on
that point. .

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Mind
you, I do not vouch for either of them.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I take issue on that;
such ground has never been taken and
could not be successfully taken, because the
Grand Trunk Pacific engineers vouched for
every dollar that was spent on the road
by the commission under the contract.
More than that, the Grand Trunk Pacific
had the opportunity of contracting, and did
contract, for a large portion of that road,
and did the work.

Hon. Mr. GORDON—Is it possible that
that ground could be taken, and that you
would not know anything about it?

Hon. Mr. WATSON—What ground?

Hon. Mr. GORDON—The ground of the
road having cost too much?

Hon. Mr. WATSON.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—I am not in the
secrets of the Government, and I know only
what has been published.

Hon. Mr. BOYER—This seems to be a
questioning match. I would ask my hon.
friend from Lauzon (Hon. Mr. Bolduc) who
has told us that that part of the road from
Cochrane down to Quebec is practically
useless, what is the use of spending any
more money on it? That question was asked
last week in the House of Commons and
answered by the Minister of Railways. Mr.
Graham put the questions about the Trans-
continental Railway Quebec terminals:

NATIONAL TRANSCONTINENTAL RAIL-
WAY—QUEBEC TERMINALS.

Mr. GRAHAM:

1. Has work been started on the proposed ter-
minal in connection with the National Trans-
continental Railway terminals in the city of

Quebec?

2. If so, what amount has been expended on
this work up to December 31, 191472

Mr. COCHRANE:

1. Yes.

2. $372,514.86 expended by the commissioners
for lands, and $154,293.83 by the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company on tracks and build-
ings.

Mr. GRAHAM:

1. Has the Government purchased what is
known as the St. Malo Railway line, adjacent

to Quebec? s .
2. If so, what was the price pald?
3. Has any contract been awarded for the
rebuilding or repairing of the road, or any

part of it?
4. If so, what is the estimated cost of such

repairs?
Mr. COCHRANE:
1. Yes.

2. $175,000.

3. Yes.

4. $11,000.

Hon. Mr. BOYER—Now it is a known fact
that the old commission of the National
Transcontinental railway purchased, imme-
diately ,adjacent to the bridge at Quebec,
with the consent of the Grand Trunk Pacific
officials—without whose consent they could
not purchase any land or build any road—
over 300 acres of land so as to build the nec-
essary terminals immediately adjacent to
the Quebec bridge. 1t strikes me that 300
acres is a pretty large plot of land. The
price paid was $350 an acre; hut the present
Government, which finds that this bit of
a2 road is not worth exploiting, that it would
not pay the axle grease, actually last sum-
mer purchased a thousand acres of land at
a place near Quebec called St. Malo, some
seven miles distant from the terminal bridge
at a cost of $1,000 an acre, so we are told,
and to connect this new land with the term-

inals and the bridge they had to purchase
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from the Canadian Northern railway a little
branch line seven miles long for $175,000 on
which the estimated repairs are $11,000.
Here is over $800,000 uselessly spent on
terminals of a road that the hon. gentleman
admits is not worth exploiting, when the
Government actually possessed adjacent to
the Quebec bridge enough land for the next
40, 50 or 60 years to come, to build the nec-
essary terminals.. But, of course—we are
not in the secrets of the gods—more land
was wanted to favour certain factions in the
city of Quebec, and the difference of grade
between the land purchased by my hon.
friends opposite and the Quebec bridge is
exactly 120 feet, and the estimated cost of
hauling a car from the lower grade to the
upper grade is $3. Does it not strike hon.
gentlemen opposite that if this money, in-
stead of being uselessly spent, had been
spent in the exploiting of the railroad. had
been spent relieving those that ery to-day
because they went out in the forest to try
and make our country bigger, to try and
make a part of that country prosperous, a
country with a great future—instead of
spending that money and throwing it into
private pockets, into pockets of speculators,
wire pullers and politicians, it would have
benefited the country much more, if that
money had been spent even at a loss—the
loss would not have been near $800,000—and
the expenditure would have carried a great
deal of relief to the unfortunate settlers at
Abitibi.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—My hon. friend
from Mille Iles (Hon. Mr. David) has
placed on the Order Paper a motion reading
as follows:

That an humble address be presented to
His Royal Highness the Governor General,
praying that His Royal Highness shall submit
to this House copies of all petitions to the
Government, or any member of the same, and
of all correspondence and documents in con-
nection with the discontinuation of the trains
of the Transcontinental between Abitibi and
Hervey Junction,

This discussion—1 do not know whether
or not to call it a debate—seems to have re-
solved itself into a very vigorous attack
upon the Government of the day, for some
reason or other not quite apparent.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—And the Railway
Commission.

Hon Mr. LOUGHEED—One would fancy
that this road had been in operation for a
considerable number of years. One might
imagine that during that length of time the

land along the railway extending over about
1,800 miles had been thickly settled with
a prosperous and a happy people, and that
quite suddenly, without the slightest inti-
mation, the operation of the road ceased
and this prosperous and numerous people
were at once plunged in the depths of
despair and adversity by reason of some
action on the part of the Government in
not operating the road. But, gentlemen,
this road was in the hands of the contractor
until last autumn, until the beginning. of
winter, between Quebec and Cochrane. Im-
mediately upon completion of the road, that
is to say, upon the completion of the work
to be done by the contractors, the Minister
of Railways—the proper official in that be-
half—proceeded to make a personal inspec-
tion of the entire road* between the city of
Quebec and Cochrane; and he found along
the road two conditions, one of which was
a fairly large settlement in the vicinity of
Amos, probably not more than a thousand
settlers. He at once proceeded to make
provision within reasonable bounds respect-
ing those settlers. My hon. friends in Que-
bec, including the Quebec Board of Trade,
and all other intelligent bodies and indi-
viduals, would surely not expect the Gov-
ernment of Canada to open up the whole
of this system of railway and subject the
country to the enormous expense which
would be involved in operating some 1,800
miles of road in order to meet the require-
ments of those who had settled during con-
struction at, say, one particular point along
that road. The contractors, who had the
right to operate the road during its con-
struction, found to their very great disad-
vantage, notwithstanding the rights which
were given them to operate the road, that
any operation was. carried on at a very
serious expense and loss to themselves. The
Government at once proceeded, when the
point was reached when they could inter-
vene, to investigate the conditions to which
I have referred and to give the necessary
assistance to those settlers. Now, what has
that assistance cost? We must not overlook
the fact that this road was not built to be
operated by the Government of Canada. .

Hon. Mr. WATSON—Hear, hear.

Hon Mr. LOUGHEED—This road was
built to be operated by the Grand Trunk
Pacific.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED: The Government
took all the necessary steps to induce the
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Grand Trunk Pacific to operate the rcad
upon its completion by the contractors. But
the Grand Trunk Pacific have not respond-
ed; they have as yet refused to operate the
road—and I shall come in a moment to
why they refused, or as to the alleged
causes of their refusal. But the Govern-
ment, in the face of the inconvenience suf-
fered by those settlers, small in proportion
to the vast territory of country over which
they may be distributed, found that to
operate even the 270 miles of road which
would bring them in contact with the other
great systems of railway in Canada would
" cost no less than $12,000 a month for a bi-
weekly service.' Consequently, notwith-
standing the enormous expense to which the
country is now subjected, for the purpose of
meeting the conveniéence of this small group
of settlers, we are paying no less than $12,-
000 a month to operate 270 miles of road with
a bi-weekly service in order that we may
give convenience to those settlers. Yet my
hon. friend from Mille Iles and gentlemen
on the opposite side of the House are attack-
ing the Government because they are not
spending an infinitely greater amount to
operate not only that particular section, but
in fact the whole length of the road, which I
venture to say would cost millions of dol-
lars to operate.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Where are the 270
miles that they are operating?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—They are operat-
ing between Amos and Cochrane, and Coch-
rane and Hearst. Between Cochrane and
Hearst the distance is 129 miles, and be-
tween Hearst and Amos 141 miles; and this
will place those settlers, who I am informed
are the only settlers entitled to serious con-
sideration that are settled along that line, in
contact with the other systems of railway
in Canada so that they may have access to
the various markets of the Dominion. Now
I ask hon. gentlemen seriously if the Gov-
ernment of Canada would have been justi-
fied in entering upon such an expenditure
as would be involved in operating that
entire system? If 270 miles of road with
settlers located along that length of
road will cost the Government of Can-

ada $12,000 a month for a Dbi-weekly
service, how much, I ask, would it
cost to operate its entire system the

greater part of which is not settled at
all? I qualify that last statement in this
way, that the Minister of Railways himself

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

made a personal investigation into the other
portions of the road, and he found that in
addition to the settlers to whom I have al-
ready referred there are a few industries -
which have become to a certain extent de-
veloped—industries capitalized at a fair
amount, and evidencing signs of prosperity.
He made the proposition to those various
industries that the Government would be
only too glad to place them within
communication of the markets of Canada
provided they paid the cost thereof without
any profit whatever to the Government,
that is to say, the actual cost of operating
a train service for the purpose of meeting
their requirements. The Government was
quite prepared to give to them all the advan-
tages that they needed for the carrying out
of whatever business they were in.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Do you know at
what point?

Hon. Mr. WATSON—What is the revenue
now?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The revenue of
what?

Hon. Mr. WATSON.—You said $12,000.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.—There is no
~evenue whatever. The contractors who are
\perating the bi-weekly service from Hearst
<, Amos receive from the Government of
~anada $12,000 2 month for that bi-weekly
arvice. and anything else they can make
out of it; and they have already pointed out
to the Government that there is no revenue.
This, I submit to hon. gentleracn. will
cover both the conditions that have been
spoken of. It is well enough for hon. gen-
tlemen to point out the great possibilities
of this road. I am not at this particular
point going into a discussion at all of this
contract, of the National Transcontinental
reilway. That subject may come up in the
future, and if it should come up in the
future it is very desirable that the Senate
of Canada should be in possession of all the
facts attending the discussion of such a sub-
ject. The Senate of Canada should not en-
ter lightly upon a discussion of so large and
important a transaction, involving such an
enormous expenditure and invested with all
the possibilities of this particular under-
taking. Therefore it seems to me it would
reflect very much greater credit upon the
Senate that we should reserve the discussion
of such a subject until we are in a position
to intelligently deal with the undertaking.
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My hon. friend from Portage la Prairie, I
believe in the best of good faith, has not
only referred to-day but on previous occa-
sions to the reason why the Grand Trunk
Pacific has not taken over this system. My
hon. friend is entirely incorrect in the con-
clusion at which he has arrived. I might
say that the alleged de-grading of the road
has nothing whatever to do with the subject.
There are larger reasons than that.

Hon. Mr. WATSON.—Excuse me, did Mr.
Chamberlin not say so? :

Hon Mr. LOUGHEED.—That does not for
a moment establish the case; and I would
say to my hon. friend that any representa-
tions which Mr. Chamberlin or any other
official of the Grand Trunk Pacific may
make with reference to assuming the respon-
sibility at the present moment of taking
over the National Transcontinental railway
need not be taken too seriously. Mr.
Chamberlin, very wisely, is not stating for
publication the more important considera-
tions that influence the company.

Hon. Mr. WATSON.—Oh!

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.—Allow me to
point out to my hon. friend so that he may
hereafter not agitate himself too seriously
upon the subject, that the control of the
grades of the National Transcontinental rail-
way is in the hands of the Government. My
hon. friend will not find in the contract
anything to warrant the conclusion at
which ne has arrived—that this road
is to. be built to a gradient
of four-tenths going east ur six-tenths going
west, as my hon. friend from De Lanaudiére
(Hon. Mr. Casgrain) has pointed oui. The
control of the grades is in the hands of the
Government; and while it is alleged that
the representatives of the Grand Trunk
Paeific, who are the other parties to the
contract, may not have fully agreed as to
some of those grades with the Government,
yet, substantially speaking, the Grand
Trunk Pacific have been parties to every-
thing that has been done upon that line.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL—Hear, hear.
Hon. Mr. WATSON—Up to date?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—They exercised a
joint supervision with the Government of
Canada in its entire construction. The
very shops upon which my hon. friend from
De Lanaudiére (Hon. Mr. Casgrain) spent
so much time in elaborating upon, had the
Grand Trunk Pacific as parties to the selec-

tion thereof, and I am informed endorsed
whatever was done by the Government in
the matter.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—For the work in
the shops the Grand Trunk Pacific agreed
to the location of the shops there?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Yes, I am inform-
ed that whatever location was determined
upon, the Grand Trunk Pacific were parties
thereto. My hon. friend may not have as
accurate information upon the subject as
others. I also would advise my hon. friend
from De Lanaudiére not to take too seriously
the representations of the street which
may be made for certain purposes from time
to time. If he will not accept too seriously
these representations he will appreciate to
a very much more satisfactory extent than
he is doing the relations between the Gov-
ernment of Canada and the Grand Trunk
Pacific. As far as the grades are concerned,
assuming for the moment that there should
be any disagreement between the Grand
Trunk Pacific and the Government, it is an
easy matter to rectify any of those differ-
ences. In reference to some of those grades,
the so-called pusher grade about which we
aave heard 8o much—

Hon. Mr. CABGRAIN—Momentum grade.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—It is only a.grade
of -65, which very closely approaches four-
tenths; but even that grade was consented
to by the Grand Trunk Pacific, the agree-
ment with the late Mr. Hays being that
in the event of its being desirable to
reduce it at any time the Government
~vould be prepared to consider the subject.
But it must be manifest to hon. gentlemen
that large expenditures that might be made
oy the Government in avoiding gra-
lients or curvatures would be in turn
assumed by the Grand Trunk Pacific. If
economies could be carried out in the road,
those economies enured, in more manifest
advantage, to the Grand Trunk Pacific than
to the Government of Canada, and conse-
quently any little differences of the kind
upon which hon. gentlemen have so elabor-
ated are subject easily to being remedied by
additional expenditures. :

Hon. Mr. DAVID—Will the hon. gentle-
man allow me to ask him a question? Is
he of opinion with the hon. member from
Lauzon, who said that the railway would be
operated by the Government eventually?
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Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I am very glad
my hon. friend has spoken of that point; I
came near overlooking it. As already
pointed out, the Minister of Railways made
a personal investigation of the entire sys-
tem in the late autumn. As I have said, we
-are operating 270 miles of the road, namely,
from Hearst to Amos. Now, as to the opera-
tion of the entire system, it will be neces-
sary almost immediately for the Govern-
ment of Canada to operate in a limited way
the entire system for the purpose of main-
tenance. Hon. gentlemen will readily un-
derstand that owing to climatic conditions
which must necessarily play a very large
part in the road, for instance,. such as
spring freshets and all that kind of thing,
it will be necessary for the Government
almost at once to enter upon the entire
system with a view of keeping it open; and
if any inconveniences have been suffered by
those living along the line up to the present
time, there is a possibility of those diffi-
culties being overcome when the Govern-
ment through force of circumstances will
be called upon at a very early day to place
under operation the entire system for the
purpose of maintenance and for the pur-
pose of preventing the decay into which the
road must necessarily fall except it becomes
a going-concern.-

" Hon. Mr. DAVID—I ha’ve another ques-
tion, you answered so well. When did the
Government arrivs at that decision?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The Government
always foresaw that that would have to be
done, and the necessary steps are now being
taken by the Department of Railways look-
ing to the operation of the system so as to
place it in a position of activity, before the
spring freshets.

Hon. Mr. WATSON—By the Grand Trunk
Pacifie, or by the Government?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Oh, no, by the
Government. I would furthermore say that
immediately the contractors completed
their contracts between the points which I
have mentioned, namely, Quebec and Coch-
rane, the Government took the necessary
steps to notify the Grand Trunk Pacific of
the completion of the road and of the neces-
sity of their carrying out or fulfilling the
obligations which fall upon them under
the contract between the Crown and the
-company-.

I need not say to hon. gentlemen that the
company has not responded with that al-
acrity which the Government would very

Hon. Mr. DAVID.

much like to see. They have not pointed
out wherein the road is incomplete in' any
particular respect but they rely upon a gen-
eral objection, which as my hon. friend
opposite knows is a very favourite objec-
tion, in special pleading. What the result
of this may be I cannot say. The prob-
abilities are that negotiations between the
Grand Trunk Pacific and the Government
may be extended over some period of time,
but in the meantime the perplexities which
must necessarily attend the handling of so
important a matter will be thrown upon-
the shoulders of the Government. I hope
the explanation which I have given will
satisfy my hon. friend from Mille Iles,
and that the Government of the day will
be acquitted of any desire to embarrass in
the least those who may have-settled along
the line of that road. I think hon. gentle-
men will agree with me, no matter to what
extent they may disagree with the politica'
colour of the Government of the day, that it
is highly desirable the Government should
exercise the greatest economy in the fur-
ther handling of this undertaking which has
already cost the Government of Canada a
sum enormously in excess of that which was
anticipated by the late Government.

Hon. Mr. CASBGRAIN—The hon. gentle-
man says there are only 270 miles out of
the 1,804 between Moncton and Winnipeg
in operation. I thought the section from
Winnipeg to Superior Junction, 458 miles
was in operation. Further, I thought that
from Lévis to Moncton there was a bi-
weekly service started a long time ago.

‘Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I am mnot dis-
cussing that. I am simply discussing that
section of the railroad which has to do
with the discussion which arose to-day,
namely between Quebec and Cochrane. I
understood that my hon. friend from Mille
[les (Hon. Mr. David) was not interested
in the oth r sections of the road. Of
course, a temporary arrangement has been
entered into for the operation of the sec-
tion between Winnipeg and Superior
Junction.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—The Government
seem to be paying a pretty good rent con-
sidering the fact that they are hard up—
$12,000 per month. Have you figured out
how much that is per train mile ?

" Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—No, but that is
the best we can do.
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Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—The Government
is not doing very well.

Hon. Mr. LEGRIS—I ‘move that the de-
bate be adjourned until Wednesday next.

Hon. Mr. DAVID—Could the hon. leader
of the House furnish the documents which
I have asked for, before the discussion is
resumed next week ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I thought the de-
bate was closed and I rose to indicate to
my hon. friend that we would bring down

‘the papers.

Hon. Mr. DAVID—But I have a right
to reply.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The motion has
not yet been carried.

Hon. Mr. DAVID—I know I am not en-
titled to the papers if my hon. friend
does not wish to give them.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I have no desire
to embarrass my hon. friend discussing
this matter.

Hon. Mr. DAVID—It is on account of
the remarks made by the hon. gentleman
from Lauzon that I feel I should have
access to the documents. I think I could
.obtain satisfactory information from them.

Hon. Mr. BOLDUC—I do not find any
fault with the motion of the hon. gentle-
man, but I do find fault with the remarks
which he made when discussing his motion.

The motion was agreed to, and the de-
bate was adjourned until Wednesday next.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill No. 43, An Act respecting the Huron
and Erie Loan and Savings Company, and
to change its name to the Huron and Erie
Mortgage Corporation.—Hon. Mr. Dan-
durand.

Bill No. 58, An Act respecting the
Casualty Company of Canada.—Hon. Mr.
McHugh.

The Senate adjourned until three o’clock
to-morrow.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Friday, March 12th, 1915.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at three:

o’clock.

Pravers and routine proceedings.

GOVERNMENT VALUATION OF AGRI-
CULTURAL IMPLEMENTS. :

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS inquired of the Govern-
ment.

1. What valuation did the Government put
on 7 and 8-foot McCormick Binders at Win-
nipeg, Calgary, and Regina in 1911, respectively,
also on Deering and all others of same dimen-
sions on said date, and what valuation did the
Government put on said binders in 1914 at said
ports of entry? *

2. What valuation did the Dominion Govern-
ment place on farm wagons with and without
box at port of entry in Winnipeg, Calgary and
Regina, July and August, 1911, giving the
valuation in each case?

3. What valuation was there placed on same
class of wagons in July and August, 1914, at
same port of entry?

‘Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED —One answer will
cover the three questions, and the answer is
as follows:

The Department of Customs does not fix
the value for these articles. Imported goods
are subject to valuation for duty purposes
according to the fair market value as sold
for home consumption in the country of
export.

_ Different. manufacturers sell similar lines

of articles at different prices, so that values
are not uniform.

Exporters are required to certify on in-
voices for entry at Customs the fair market
value of the goods as sold for home con-
sumption in the country of export.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (4), An Act respecting The Alberta
Central Railway Company.—Hon Mr. De
Veber. \

Bill (5), An Act respecting The Athabaska
and Grande Prairie Railway Company.—
Hon. Mr. Talbot.

Bill (6), An Act respecting The Brantford
and Hamilton Electric Railway Company.—
Hon. Mr. Ratz.

Bill (7), An Act respecting The British
Columbia and White River Railway Com-
pany.—Hon. Mr. Casgrain.

Bill (9), An Act respecting The Essex Ter-
minal Railway Company.—Hon. Mr. Taylor.

Bill (10), An Act respecting The Grand

"Trunk Railway Company of Canada.—Hon.

Mr. Thompson.

Bill (13), An Act respecting The Montreal
and Southern Counties Railway Company.
—Hon. Mr. Casgrain.

Bill (21), An Act respecting The Canadian
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Northern Ontario Railway Company.—Hon.
Sir Melvin Jones.

Bill (22), An Act respecting The Canadian
Northern Quebec Railway Company.—Hon.
Mr. Mitchell. .

Bill (23), An Act respecting The James
Day and Eastern Railway Company.—Hon.
Mr. Mitchell.

Bill (24), An Act respecting The Ottawa
and New York Railway Company. (As
amended)—Hon. Mr. Davis.

Bill (25), An Act regpecting The South
Ontario Pacific Railway Company.—Hon.
Mr. McHugh.

Bill (26), An Act respecting The Southern
Central Pacific Railway Company.—Hon.
Mr. Bostock.

Bill (D), An Act for the relief of Helene
Suzette Baxter Douglas.—Hon. Mr. Mitchell.

Bill (C), An Act for the relief of William
Ewart New.—Hon. Mr. Talbot.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (17), An Act respecting the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company.—Hon. Mr.
Young.

Bill (20), An Act respecting the Van Buren
Bridge Company.—Hon. Mr. Derbyshire.

~Bill (53), An Act to incorporate Mareil
Trust Company.—Hon. Mr. Dandurand.

Bill (89), An Act respecting the Empire
Life Insurance Company.—Hon. Mr. Kerr.

Bil. (E), An Act respecting the Premier
Trust Company.—Hon. Mr. Belcourt.

" Bill F), An Act respecting The Edmon-
ton, Dunvegan and British Columbid Rail-
way Company.—Hon. Mr. Talbot.

-GRAIN GROWERS’ GRAIN CO.—BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr, Pope moved the second Read-
ing of Bill (H) An Act respecting the Grain
Growers’ Grain Co.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS: There seems to be some
new matter in this measure, and I do mnot
think we should be asked to accept the prin-
ciple of the Bill without some explanation.

Hon. Mr. POPE: Not being the promoter
of the Bill, I am not in a position to give an
intelligent explanation, such as the hon.
gentlemen desire. I have been asked, as
hon. members often are, to take charge of
the Bill, without having any knowledge of
its provisions.

Hon. Mr. POWER: The explanation can
be given in Committee.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS: Clause 12 is an amend-
ment to the existing charter. The Company
is asking power to carry on business in all
its branches, wholesale and retail. That is
a matter for provincial legislation. -

Hon. Mr. POPE: The provisions of the Bill
can be dealt with by the Committee.

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

Hon. Mr. WATSON: I move that rules 30,
63 and 119 be suspended so far as they relate
to this Bill.

The Motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned until Tuesday next
at 8 o’clock in the evening.
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THE SENATE.
Tuesday, March 16, 1915.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Eight
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (I), An Act for the relief of Lottie
Thorndike.—Hon. Mr. Derbyshire. -

Bill (J), An Act for the relief of Arthur
Ernest Birdsell—Hon. Mr. Ratz.

FIRE GUARDIANS AND 'FOREST
RANGERS.

INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. DAVIS inquired:

1. How many fire guardians and forest
rangers were there employed by the Govern-
ment in August and September, 1911, in Mani-
toba, Saskatchewan and Alberta? And what
amount of money was there paid out for wurs
service for the year 19117

2. What amount did the owners of berths
contribute for fire guardians in 1911 in the
above provinces?

3. How many fire guardians and forest
rangers were there in the employ of the Gov-
ernment in the above provinces in 19147 IHow
much did owners of berths contribute, and
what amount was there paid for this service
in this year in said provinces?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers are:

1. 136 fire guardians and forest rangers,
$90,626.

2. $7,221.

3. 204 fire guardians and forest rangers.
$11,220. (Amount of assessment not yet paid
in.) $177,971.
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HOMESTEAD INSPECTORS IN ALBERTA,
SASKATCHEWAN AND MANITOBA.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS inquired of the Gov-
ernment:

1. How many homestead inspectors were there
employed inSaskatchewan, Alberta and Mani-
toba in 1911? How many inspections did they
make in said year, and what was the total
cost of salaries, expenses, etc.?

2. 'What number were employed in 1914, how
many inspections did they make? What was
the total expenditure for salaries and other
expenses?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The. answers are:

1. 48 homestead inspectors. During the
year 1911 the record of -inspections was
kept in the various land offices in the West
and we will have to obtain the information
from these offices. Cost, $101,969.22.

2. 69 homestead inspectors, 12,972 inspec-
tions. Cost, $150,869.49.

The above answers are for the fiscal years
1910-11 and 1913-14 respectively.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—Do I understand my
hon. friend to say that he has mo answer
to one part of my question, that part which
refers to the number of the inspectors in
19117 If it is possible to give the informa-
tion for 1914, I do not see why he canmot
furnish it for 1911?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I have read the
return that I have received.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—I do not see why the
hon. gentleman cannot give it for 19117

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I will make fur-
ther inquiry. -

PURCHASE OF SUBMARINES ON THE
g PACIFIC COAST.
INQUIRY.
Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY inquired of the
Government:

What is the cost of the two submarines pur-
chased by the British Columbia Government,

or by Sir Richard McBride? |
1. What is their displacement? i
2. What is their maximum cruising radius? |
3. How are they armed? !
4. What is their speed above water, and
what is their speed submerged? i
5. Are they for harbour defence or for deep |

water?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The Department |
of the Nawval Service furnishes the follow-‘
ing reply:
The Federal Government purchased two
submanines at a cost of $1,150,000.
1. 313 toms. / & ns]
S—7

|
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2, 3 and 4. This information is generally
considered confidential and at the present
time is not considered advisable to publish
detaile relating to the defence of Canada.

5. For both—that is, for harbour defence
and for deep water. :

Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY—Does the hon.
gentleman say that the information asked
for. by question No. 4 is confidential?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Yes.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Is it the Govern-
ment or Sir Richard McBride that bought
the submarines?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Oh, the Govern-
ment. 5

COST OF SERVICE ON THE NATIONAL
TRANSCONTINENTAL RAILWAY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN inquired of the
Government:

What is the Government paying per train
mile for the service east and west of Cochrane
on the Transcontinental railway?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers
furnished me by the Chief Engineer of the
Transcontinental Commission is that the
cost is $5.35. I should like to rectify a mis-
take I made the other day in saying that
there was a bi-weekly service between the
points mentioned. It is a weekly service.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN— That makes the
cost very excessive.

SUBWAY ON THE INTERCOLONIAL
RAILWAY AT MONCTON.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY inquired of the -
Government :

How many, and who tendered for the subway
of the Intercolonial railway? -

1. The amount of each tender; the names of
contractors?

2. The name of the contractor?

3. Whose tender was accepted,
amount of said tender?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The answers to
the hon. gentleman’s questions are as fol-
lows:

1. Tenders were rteceived as follows:
F. W. Summer, Moncton, D. G. Kirke, An-
tigonish, William Cooke, North Sydney,
$69,992; Smith, Merrithew Co., Frederic-
ton, N.B., $68,832.50; Henry J. Phillips,
R. E. Mutch and Archibald McLean, Char-
lottetown, P.E.I., $66,501; E. B. Evans,
Montreal, $65,593; E. L. Boone, St. John,
N.B., $55,353.60; Messrs. Sherwood and Sher-
wood, Toronto, Ont., $49,834.70; Messrs.

and the
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Charles Billy, and W. A. Hall, Pembroke,
$48,259.10; Kenneth McLaggan, St. Marys,
N.B., John T. McBean, Nashwaak Bridge,
E. A. Bell, Fredericton, N.B., $47,625.90;
John W. McManus, Co., Ltd., Memramcook,
N.B., $46,091; Messrs. Soper and McDougall,
Ottawa, $45,866.60.

2. Answered by No. 1.

3. Soper and McDougall, Ottawa, for $45,-
866.60, being the lowest. .

DISTRIBUTION OF OFFICIAL PUBLI-
CATIONS TO MEMBERS.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. DANIEL moved:
That in the opinion of the Senate it is ad-
visable that a d.fferent method of distributing
offic:al publications to the members be adopted.
He said: The present method of distri-
buting official publications is such as to
cause a great deal of embarrassment to
the members themselves. They have to
receive so many different publications, and
such a vaniety of single copies of them,
that they cannot possibly preserve them
and they must be carried away as junk. I
quite recognize that there are some official
publications which each member wishes to
have, and which indeed he could hardly do
without. We have an instance of that. The
last one I noticed was a white book -sent
around to all the members containing the
official documents with regard to the diplo-
matic actions during the time preceding
the *war by the French Government, and
there is a number of documents of that
kind which of course we all wish to receive,
but my object in bringing this matter to
the attention of the members of this House
is that, in addition to these, there are a
great many publications to which hon.
gentlemen cannot give proper attention,
such as the ordinary blue-book, the depart-
mental report, of which we get two or three
copies. In addition to all this, we have the
sessional papers supplied us in bound form,
which amounts to some 30 or 40 volumes
every year. It is quite impossible to keep
housing those year after year, and it would
take a large museum for every member, to
store these official documents in. They are
well bound and too valuable to be thrown
away, but there might be some other method
arranged whereby hon. gentlemen could
have access to any of those documents that
they may require, and not be over-burdened
by an excess of publications for which
they cannot possibly find room. My ob-
ject is not to givée to the House any idea
which I may have as to how this difficulty
might be remedied, but rather, if the mo-
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

tion passes, that the subject should be pre-
sented to the Printing Committee, so that
they may take the matter into their con-
sideration and perhaps suggest some remedy.
It has already been proposed by the
hon. gentleman from De Lorimier, that a bet-
ter method would be to send a catalogue of
all the publications issued by the Govern-
ment annually and each member could in-
dicate each and all the publications he de-
sired to have. I quite approve of that
method. I think it is a good one, although

|I am not proposing it now. If this resolu-

tion passes, 1 shall move that the matter be
referred to the Printing Committee.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—The hon. gentleman
from St. John deserves the thanks, not only
of this House but of this country, for bring-
ing this matter before the House. There
has been a great waste of public money in
the publishing of blue-books. I receive
hundreds and hundreds of them; but mno-
body wants them. If we send them out
to the people, they do not read them. Judg-
ing by the quantity I get myself, there
must be tons and tons of blue-books pub-
lished every year which nobody thinks of
reading. Then, again, after the first dis-
tribution of bluedbooks, the eame docu-
ments come in bound form, all of which
must have cost this country a great deal of
money. I have been about twenty years in
Parliament, between this House and the
other, and T do not think I ever looked
inside of one of those yellow bound books

‘'yet. Most of them are only good for light-

ing fires. The only blue-books I look into
are the Public Accounts, the Trade and
Commerce reports and the Auditor Gen-
eral’s Report; but after I have received the
first issue of the blue-books I do not want
the bound copy. One time I had an accu-
mulation of them and tried to give them
to farmers, but they would not take them.
I then tried libraries, but they would mot
receive them, and the only use I could
make of them was for lighting the furnace.
If the matter were brought to the attention
of the powers that be there would be a
great saving in the public service from the
discontinuance of the printing of those
books.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Those books have
to be printed anyway, and the extra ex-
pense of the larger issues is only the weight
of the paper. Some may think that the
carriage of these books is very expensive,
but they are carried by the Post Office De-
partment, which has a contract with the
railway companies, paying only so much a
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" mile, and they are practically carried for
nothing. -

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—What about the bind-
ing?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—No it is not the
binding at all. Ever since the Hon. Mr.
Fielding introduced the system, all rail-
ways which receive subsidies of $3,200 e
mile, or $6,400 & mile if they earn the double
subsidy, are obliged to carry and do all
the business for the Government at a rate
that will equal the interest on the subsidy,
which would be much more than the extra
expense to the Government of sending out
the books. I quite agree that many of
those books are useless and are rather an
mconvenience in one’s office, and many of
them have to be thrown away, because no-
body will take them. Of course, no one
would be entitled to get a copy under the
proposed plan unless he made application
before the books were printed, when it
might be rather difficult to know whether
one wanted the book or not. This question
is not new. It has been up in this House
and in the other House very often, but mo-
body has been able to devise any plan to
meet the difficulty since the inception of
Confederation. The idea of having a cata-
- logue so that members would not be obliged
to receive books, and also limiting the
supply to one copy instead of sending two
or three copies, is very good; but those
members of the House who have been news-
paper men and interested in the printing
business will know that after a-book has
been printed, the added expense of a larger
issue is only the weight of the extra paper
used—so much a pound.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—That must cost con-
siderable, because an immense amount of
paper is consumed. Then what about the
binding?

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—The binding of
those sessional papers is a very expensive
part of the work, and if it were the wish of
this House to have it dispensed with, that
expense would be saved. Like the hon.
member from Alberta, I have never looked
at those sessional papers in my 16 or 17 ses-
sions in Parliament, and if the binding
could be dispensed with I think we would
save a lot of money. So far as I can see
those books are not of much nse.

Hon. Mr. POWER—There is just ome
point which the hon. member has left out
of sight. It is not merely, as he represents
it, the additional cost of printing a certain
fumber of copies and of carrying them in
the trains, but there is the fact that a great

S—73

many of those bluebooks are dupli-
cates, to all intents and purposes, of other
blue-books which are issued in the same
year. For instance, the Department of
Trade and Commerce is practically dupli-
cating the work of the Customs and Inland
Revenue Departments, and not only is there
a very considerable expense involved in
printing those documents—but every month
each member receives two copies of a good
sized volume of the unrevised Table of Ex-
ports and Imports during the previous
month—I think that it is quite un-
necessary, and that a summary such as is
given in the Gazette, of the Banking Re-
turns, would satisfy all reasonable people.
But there is the other fact, that the Depart-
ment of Public Printing is oocupied in
preparing those unnecessary reports while
very necessary papers, such as our statutes,
are delayed for months. The laws that we
pass here govern the whole country from
the date of prorogation, yet as a rule it is
impossible to get a copy of those statutes
for about four months after prorogation. I
presume that the reason which would be
given is that the wheels of the Printing
Bureau are blocked by what I look upon as
comparatively wuseless returns. It is true
that something has been said at different
times about this question, but no homest
businesslike effort has ever been made, that
I know of, to get the question settled on a
sensible and businesslike basis. :

Hon. Mr. DANIEL—With the consent of
the House, seconded by the Hon. Mr. Ross,
I should like to move that this resolution
be referred to the Committee on Printing
who are members of this Chamber to make.
a report which, if adopted, could be taken
up with the joint committee of both Houses
on printing. I/am sure if this resolution is
carried it will give an opportunity for those
senatore who are members of the Joint
Printing Committee, to hear any member
of this Chamber who wishes to appear be-
fcre them and present his views of what
might and should be done, and they may
be able to report a scheme which, if the
Senate approves of it, can be referred
through our members of the Joint Commit-
tee to the joint committee of both Houses.
In that way we should get some relief, and
a change which will be beneficial.

- The motion was agreed to.

ORDERS IN COUNCIL UNDER DOMIN-
ION LANDS ACT.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved the follow-
ing resolution:
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Resolved, that the following Orders in Coun-
cil made by His Royal Highness the Governor
General in Council under the provisions of
chapter 20, 7-8 Edward VII, “The Dominion
Lands Act” on the dates hereinafter men-
tioned, that is to say: ;

1. Order in Council P.C. No. 3202, dated 20th
December, 1913, ‘amending the regulations gov-
erning the. granting of yearly licenses and per-
mits to cut timber on Dominion lands so as to
provide for the withdrawal from a timber
berth land required for water-power purposes.

2. Order in Council P.C. No. 154, dated 19th
January, 1914, rescinding regulations govern-
ing the disposal of petroloum and natural gas
rights - and substituting other regulations
therefor.

3. Order in Council P.C. No. 296, dated 16th
February, 1914, rescinding the grazing regula-
tiong established by Order in Council of the
27th July, 1905, and substituting other regula-
‘tions in lieu thereof.

4. Order in Council P.C. No. 412, dated 16th
February, .1914, rescinding clauses Nos. 14, 20,
41 and 42 of the regulations governing the
granting of yearly licenses and permits to cut
timber on Dominion lands, and -substituting
other clauses in lieu thereof.

5. Order in Council P.C. No. 712, dated 12th
March, 1914, authorizing that all land, the
property of the Crown, containing radium in
sufficient quantities for commeroial extraction
be, for the present, withdrawn from disposal.

6. Order in Council P.C. No. 762, dated 20th
March, 1914, establishing regulations govern-
ing the sale of land for irrigation purposes.

7. Order in Council P.C. No. 949, dated 7th
March, 1914, establishing regulations govern-
ing the issue of leases of school lands for
petroleum and naturel gas rights established
by Order in Council of 14th May, 1913, and
substituting other regulations therefor. 5

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Would my hon.
friend explain what this is?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—It is an entirely
formal matter. The Dominion Lands Act
‘provides that we shall lay upon the table
. at each session of Parliament certain Orders

in Council, the orders being those men-
tioned in the motion. -

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—Where do we get the
information contained in those Orders in
Council as to what has been done with refer-
ence to changing the regulations?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—They are on the
table.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—Giving the old reso-
lution and the new?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The Orders
Council are on the table, yes.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK-—I should like to ask
my hon. friend in wegard to Order in
~ Council 296. In reading it over I motice

that the regulations in that Order in Coun-
cil are not made to apply to the railway
belt in British Columbia; they are made to
apply to the Peace River Tract in British

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

in

Columbia, but not to the railway belt. Can
my hon. friend give me any information as
to why that reservation was made?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—No, I cannot
give my hon. friend any information on
that subject. If my hon. friend desires in-
formation I shall make inquiry and get it
first hand if he likes.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—The regulations
made in the Order in Council in regard to
grazing are very valuable and would be of
great benefit in the railway belt. Is there
any reason why they should not be extended
to the railway belt?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I{ my hon.
friend will give me & note as to his views
on the subject I shall get the information
directly dealing with that subject.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—Will the motion
stand until that information is received?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—No, because the
Order in Council has been passed, but I
shall get the information for my hon.
friend.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN--I suppose this is
all right: 3

8. Order in Council P.C. No. 1094, dated 24th
April, 1914, providing for the issue of leases for
coal mining locations within the limits of the
Monte Hills Forest Reserve, when One of the_
boundaries of a tract has been surveyed the
survey may be approved by the Surveyor Gen-
eral, and the lands considered surveyed lands
within the meaning of the regulations,

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I should say so,

from the way my hon. friend has read it.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—It appears to me
that before that, for all those locations,
surveyors had to be called in, and they
were required to put pickets at the four
corners of a claim. Here they are doing
away with even that little precaution. Ac-
cording to that regulation because one claim
has been surveyed somewhere mear there,
the tract will be considered surveyed when
it is not surveyed.

The motion was agreed to.

ORDERS IN COUNCIL UNDER THE DOM-
INION FOREST RESERVES ACT.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved the fol-
lowing resolution:

Resolved, that the following Orders in Coun-
cil made by His Royal Highness the Governor
General in Council, in accordance with the
provisions of chapter 10, 1-2 George V, “ The
Dominion Forest Reserves and Parks Act,” that
is to say :i— &
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1. Order in Council P.C. No. 948, dated Tth
April, 1914, approving and confirming form of
License of Occupation _covering the surface
rights for the purpose of Coal Mining opera-
tions within the Dominion Parks.

2. Order in Council P.C. No. 1097, dated 25th
April, 1914, establishing regulations for the re-
moval of garbage.in townsites within the Dom-
inion Parks. .

3. Order in Council P.C. No. 1331, dated 21st
May, 1914, establishing regulations governing
Grazing Privileges within the Dominion Parks.

4. Order in Council P.C. No. 1521, dated 15th
June, 1914, establishing regulations governing
electrical installations within Dominion Parks.

5. Order in Council P.C. No. 1635, dated 20th
June, 1914, rescinding the regulations for the
management and control of the Dominion Gov-
ernment Waterworks System in Dominion
Parks, and establishing other regulations in
lieu thereof, and to declare such regulations in
effect on the 1st of April, 1914,

6. Order in Council P.C. No. 1165. dated 24th
June, 1914, rescinding portion of the Order in
Council of the 8th June, 1911, setting apart
certain tracts of land as Dominjion Parks, and
substituting other lands to be known as Jaspar
Park and Waterton Lake Park.

Copies of each of which Order in Council were
laid before this House on the 12th day of March,
1915, for the approval of this House under the
provisions of section 19 of “The Dominion
Forest Reserves and Parks Act” are now SO
approved.

The motion was agreed to.

DOMINION LANDS IN RAILWAY
BELT, B.C.

MOTION POSTPONED.
' Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved: .

Copies of each of which Order in Council were
cil made by His Royal Highness the Governor
General in Council, in accordance with the
regulations for the survey, administration,
disposal and management of Dominion lands
within the Railway Belt in the province of
British Columbia, anproved by Order in Council
of the 17th September, 1889, that is to say :—

1. Order in Council P.C. No. 720, dated 14th
March, 1914, further amending: the regulations
by adding thereto sub-section C to section 22
of the said regulations defining the term * Resid-
ence in the Vicinity ” of his homestead by an
entrant.

2. Order in Council P.C. No. 2597, dated 17th
October, 1914, making the provisions of section
22 of the Dominion Lands Act applicable to
Dominion lands within the Railway Belt in the
province of British Columbia, whereby the time
during which an entrant is absent from his
homestead while a member of a military force
enrolled under the authority of the Minister of
Militia and engaged in the defence of the British
Empire may be counted as residence upon his
homestead.

Copies of each of which Orders in Council
were laid before this House on the 12th day of
March, 1915, for the approval of this House
under the provisions of sub-section D of section
38 of the regulations for the survey, administra-
tion, disposal and management of Dominion
lands within the forty-mile Railway Belt in the
province of British Columbia, and the said
Orders in Council are now so approved,

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—I was going to ask my-
hon. friend if he could give me any idea
about what the amendment was in No. 1.
What change was made in that.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I cannot tell
that to my hon. friend, but he will find it
on the table; T am not familiar myself with
the contents.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—I wanted to place
before my hon. friend a case that came up
in British Columbia in regard to this ques-
tion of the homestead, the time being ex-
tended while the man was on military ser-
vice. A case was brought to my motice
where a man who had a homestead enlisted,
and previously to his joining the regiment
he sold everything that he had on the place,
even the windows out of the shack, and to
all intents and purposes he behaved as if he
did not propose to come back to the home-
stead again after his time was up, or if he
came back from the war he did not want
to return to his homestead. Some other
men came to me and wanted to know whe-
ther they could not get the eniry om that
homestead, but of course the official of the
department said mo, it was not possible
under the regulation that had 'been made,
the homestead entry would stand until the
man returned from the war. I was going
to ask my hon. friend, if proper evidence
should be given that there was mo intemn-
tion on the part of this homesteader to
return, whether anything could be domne to
allow anybody else to enter the homestead.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I could not tell;
I presume the difficulty would be to
get evidence of the intention. I am very
doubtful about satisfactory evidence being
given, except the evidence of the home-
steader himself. Of course if we recognize
the evidence of parties other than the home-
steader, it might result in a great mumber
of frauds being perpetrated. I have mo
doubt that if the homesteader indicated
his intention it would be treated as an
abandonment, so that cancellation might
follow.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—It seemed to me
that in a case like that some notice might
be sentt to the man to ask him whether he
intended to exercise the right under the
Order in Council or not, and if he said
not, the homestead might be thrown open
to entry.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Any party de-
siring to secure the location could com-
municate with him and secure information
of that character.
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Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—They might mnot
know where he was.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—They would know
as well as the Government would know.

Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—No, because in this
particular case, the man enlisted, went to
Vancouver, and joined a regiment or some-
thing. T presume the Militia Department
would know where to find him, but the
man #rying to get the homestead would
not be in a position to obtain the informa-
tion. .

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—Hon. gentlemen
will notice that after all these Orders in
Council, Nos. 2, 3, 4, etc., are recited, the
resolution says ‘° And the same are now &0
approved.” .What would be the effect sup-
posing we did not approve of them? Would
they be null and void?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I should not say
s0. I should say they would be operative
up to the present time.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN—I only seek in-
formation. I suppose these questions have
been up before, but my attention has been
drawn to- this and people say, ‘ There is
no use_ talking about it because the Orders
in Council have been passed, and the mat-
fer is concluded,” but others say, “ No,
they are being approved now.” They must
be brought before us for a purpose, and we
are here approving of them without know-
ing anything about them.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I presume they
are operative until something else is done.
It they are not approved, and if hon. gen-
tiemen will point out any good reasons why
they should not be approved, I have mo
doubt they would be amended accordingly.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—I take it for granted
that the Government, in passing these
orders, have authority by some Act of Par-
liament to pass them. I suppose the Dom-
inion Lands Act gives them authority to do
certain things by Order in Council. I do
not see why they want them approved. If
it is necessary that they should be approved,
then the Government must have been ex-
ceeding their power. If the Act gives them
power fo pass an order to amend regula-
tions in reference to these things, I do not
see why we should intervene, unless they
are doing something for which the law does
not provide.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—The statute pro-
vides that the Order in Council shall be
laid on the table of both Houses of Par-

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

liament at the session after it is passed,
and it is simply in pursuance of the pro-
visions of the Act of Parliament that these
are laid on the table.

Hon. Mr. DAVIS—But it would not make
any difference whether we approved of them
or not. . They are still operative.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—If they are mnot
approved, and good objection is shown, the
opportunity will be given to amend them
accordingly.

Hon. Mr. KERR—There is a good deal to
be said in favour of the argument that
before we undertake to ratify a thing we
should know what we are approving. No
one knows what action has been taken, so
that it really is asking us to go it blind, so
to speak, and adopt whatever has been
done. There may be a lot of that done
which might be custom. I do not say there
is. I know nothing about it. No one can
say, because we know nothing about it. The
hon. Minister himself does not seem to be
able to explain what has been done.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—They embrace a
lot of information.

Hon. Mr. KERR—Is there any objection
to its standing over until to-morrow?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—No, it can stand
over until my hon. friend satisfies himseli.
8ay Thursday next.

- The motion was allowed to etand umtil
Thursday next.

DELAYED RETURNS.

Hon. Mr. BOYER—May I inquire of my
hon. friend if he has any answers about the
correspondence I asked for.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I regret to say 1
have not. I must confess I have forgotten
about it.

Hon. Mr. BOYER—I thought the hon.
gentleman would forget it, because it is a
pretty fishy question.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—I understand it is
a question my hon. friend interests himself
in.

ONTARIO BI-LINGUAL SCHOOL QUES-
TION.

DEBATE RESUMED.

The Order of the Day being called:

Resuming the adjourned debate on the motion
moved by the Hon. Mr, David, seconded by the
Hon. Mr. McHugh :(—

This House, without derogating from the
principle of Provincial autonomy, deems it pro-
per and within its powers and jurisdiction and in
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pursuance of the object for which it was estab-
lished, to regret the divisions which seem .to
exist among the people of the Province of
Ontario in connection with the bilingual school
question and believes that it is in the interest
of the Dominion at large that all such ques-
tions should be considered on fair and patriotic
lines and settled in such a way as to preserve
peace and harmony between the different na-
tional and religious sections of this country,
in accordance with the views of the Fathers of
Confederation, and with the spirit of out Con-
stitution. 3 :

Hon. Mr. EDWARDS—I approach the
discussion of this question with consider-
able diffidence by reason of the fact that it
is considered by many a very controversial
question, and should not be discussed in
this chamber with a view of expressing
an opinion upon it, as has been sug-
gested by the ntover of the resolution.
It is a question, after all, which affects
Canada in many ways, and I must con-
gratulate the hon. mover of this resolution
and the hon. gentleman who seconded it,
for the very moderate way in which they
presented their views. In all public ques-
tions which arise dn this country,
deliberative bodies above all others
should deal with them in a moderate and
judicial way, and if I should depart from
that course in the short speech I purpose
making, I simply will regret it, because it
will be in total disaccord with the views
which I entertain. It may be termed a
somewhat delicate question, and it is a
delicate question, because it interests very
materially and very especially a large por-
tion of the people of 'the Dominion of
Canada. By no means should it be made a
party question. If it were a party question,
then in my humble opinion it should not
be discussed in this Chamber, because I
believe that, when gentlemen come to this
Chamber, they should act as judges dealing
with all questions that arise in a judicial
spirit, and not as partisans, and I will say
here frankly that if I believed for one mo-
ment that this motion was introduced
for party purposes, I certainly should
decline to discuss it. ~Under no con-
sideration would I, while having a
seat in the Senate, join in the discussion
of any question whatsoever from a party
standpoint. Upon this question very er-
ronous ideas indeed are expressed in the
country, because the world outside does not
know how this Chamber particularly deals
with questions. Many people in the coun-
try believe that gentlemen here discuss
every question from a partisan standpoint.
. I deny absolutely any such position, not
only for myself, but for the whole body of
this Chamber. Our journals unfortunately,

however, deal with subjects of this kind in
a partisan spirit, and if I may be permit-
ted to read a short editorial from one of the
Toronto mewspapers, it will be seen that
outside of this Chamber, at least, mosat of
these questions are discussed in the man-
ner which I have described. The iollowing
is an editorial which appeared in the Tor-
onto Evening Telegram: 3

Ontario Assailed by the Output of Laurier-
Bossed Slander Mills.

Ontario is maligned by the activity of those
two Laurier-bossed slander mills, the Legislature
of Quebec and the Senate of Canada.

Laurier has power to call off his puppets in
the Quebec Legislature and the Canadian Sen-
ate. Ontario is sending her English-speaking
sons by birth or adoption to fight and die for
the rights of Roman Catholic Belgium and the
national existence of Quebec’s motherland—
France. This province exerts all her strength
«0 defend Roman Catholic nations in the right
against the land of Luther in the wrong. Yet
to-day Ontario is being slandered and her people
maligned by Laurier’'s agents in the Legislature
at Quebec and Laurier's puppets in the Senate
at Ottawa.

Laurierism has for the allies of her warfare
upon Ontario such organs as the apostate Globe
and the recreant Star, Laurierism is helped
by the apostate and recreant Rowell opposition.
That opposition is quite content to have On-
tario traduced by the Quebec Legislature and
slandered by the Canadian Senate in the pro-
cess of winning French-Canadian votes for
Laurier. When Sir Wilfrid Laurier goes out
of Ontario with ten federal seats or less the
calamities of Laurierism will not be due to
Ontario’s affection for Sir Robert Borden or
Ontario’'s admiration for most of Sir Robert
Borden’s cabinet ministers from this province.
Ontario has ‘scores to settle with Sir Robert
Borden and Sir Robert Borden’s cabinet. On-
tario’s accounting with the Borden Government
can wait. Ontario’s day of reckoning with the
truce-breaking Laurierism that strikes at this
province through its agentsin the Quebec Legis-
lature and its anti-dreadnought puppets in the
Senate cannot be postponed beyond the opening
of the polls at the next general election.

In reading this editorial I want it dis-
tinctly understood that I do not desire to
stir up any passion or feeling of any kind.
I only want to show what an incorrect idea
exists as to this Senate; I am not here
to defend Sir Wilfrid Laurier or any par-
ticular party; but I can vouch for it, asa
matter of fact, that Sir Wilfrid Laurier knew
nothing about the resolution moved by my
hon. friend, heard nothing about it, and never
was consulted about it. I can vouch alsc
for the fact that he had no connection with
Premier Gouin of Quebec and knew nothing
of his speech until he saw the reports of it
in the newspapers. I desire further to say
that the proprietor of the paper from which
1 have just read is one of the most kind-
hearted, considerate and charitable men in
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Canada, and I cannot believe for one mo-
ment that he is responsible for that article,
except in so far as he is responsible for
what appears in his paper. I do not and
cannot believe that he would sanction it.
A man who devotes his time and very large
sums of money annually to the care of
children in Canada is not one who would be
guilty of writing such an article as that,
I further use the article to deplore the fact
that such correspondence should appear in
any newspaper with regard to the gentle-
men who occupy seats in this House because
I think it is a slander on every member of
the Benate. Later on I shall read a speech
which was delivered by the Hon. Sir Lomer
Gouin in Quebec, which .I think will be
found to be perfectly inoffensive, and one
with which no person in this country can
find any fault whatever. It should be the
object of every man in Canada, be he high
or low, great or small, to do everything he
can to bring about a good understanding,
good-will and unanimity in every possible
respect among the various classes of
people who compose ‘the population of this
great and growing Dominion, and in my
opinion those who act differently are
enemies of this country. Every true Cana-
dian is one who believes that we should
have no east or west, that we should have
no north or south. However, the far north
will never do us much harm, but our east
and west is important, and everyone who
desires the upbuilding of Canada will try
to harmonize the different interests through-
out the Dominion. The same with lan-
guage. The man who slanders our French
population slanders a nation which has had
much to do with the upbuilding of Canada,
a nationality who have among them many
of our very best citizens. Unfortunately
there are Englishmen who scandalize their
French fellow-citizens, and unfortunately
among French Canadians there are those
who do likewise towards those of English
origin. That is most unfortunate. The aim
of every true thinker in Canada should be
to bring about harmony. ‘I have no doubt
there are gentlemen in this Chamber who
will claim that this matter, being a con-
troversial and delicate question, should not
be introduced in this Chamber. If it were
introduced as a subject to be dealt with in
a legislative manner, we might very pro:
perly be told that it is a subject which
is properly relegated to the various
provinces. But, while that is true, on
every social and every moral question,
having in view the wellbeing of this
Hon. Mr. EDWARDS.

country, it cannot be contended that we
should be silent. This resolution is mild in
form, harmless and kindly put, and I can-
not see that there is any harm whatever in
our expressing the hope that this vexed
question, which is very umfortunately dis-
turbing a large portion of our population,
should be amicably disposed of. It would
be entirely out of place for me to deal with
the legal aspect of this question, and I shall
not do so. Of course I am familiar with
the Act of Union and with the British North
America Act, and with what is referred to
there as far as these matters are concerned.
It is absolutely plain—I think any layman
can assume that it is plain—that so far as
the Roman Catholic religion is concerned,
it is preserved to the Roman Catholic pop-
ulation, not only by the Treaty of Paris, but
the articles of Capitulation of Montreal and
Quebec. The question of language is per-
haps not so clearly dealt with, but those
who have studied the question believe that
the French langauge also is preserved by
these provisions. That matter I leave en-
tirely to the legal gentlemen to dispose of,
not only here, but in other places. It
would be beyond me to attempt to deal
with it, but as a matter of fact I am quite
familiar with the French Canadian, his
habits, aims and ambitions, and all about
him. I was brought up in a portion of
Canada inhabited by French Canadians,
where English people were in the minority.
All my life I have had large dealings with
French Canadians, and I can say that no
man familiar with their habits and man-
ners, brought up amongst them as I was,
\v_ould feel that there was any ground for
discussing the question in the manner in
which it was discussed by the Toronto
paper. It would seem to me that a large
portion of our people, not familiar with the
French langauge or the French people, is
desirous of obliterating the French language
in Canada. There are those who believe
there will be no such thing as an actual
fusion of the races until the French lan-
guage is obliterated. It seems to me that
those who hold that opinion have a pretty
big task in hand, because Quebec is a large
and populous province, and it will be some
time before they abandon their language.
My opinion is that the barrier to the fusion
which many people desire is not one in
which the language is concerned so much
as the religion. Intermarriage would be the
only means by which the actual fusion
of races would be brought about, and
the moment a French Canadian becomes
a Protestant, intermarriage is more fre-
quent. Intermarriages are not frequent
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among French Canadians and English
speaking people in Canada, simply because
of the barrier of religion, so that those gen-
tlemen who desire to bring about a fusion
and pretend it can be done by obliterating
the language should really seek to convert
them all to Protestantism if they wish to
accomplish -their purpose. That would be
a great task—an impossible task. I do not
think legislation can be enacted to say that
you shall be a Protestant and not a Roman
Catholic. It seems to me the whole matter
is an absurdity. In the debat: which took
place in the Commons in 1890, when I was
present, the whole contention of those who
introduced the resolution at that time, was
that this country could not be British until
the French language disappeared. At that
time I thought as I do now—do not worry
about the French language. If you want to
accomplish the object you desire, you must
legislate to make them all Protestants, and
I do not think any one will undertake that
task. Dealing for a moment with the sub-
ject of the French language, I may be par-
doned, perhaps, if I make a few comments.
In my humble opinion, it would be desir-
able that every Canadian in Canada should
be educated not only in English, but also
in French.

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—Hear,
hear.

Hon. Mr. EDWARDS—That is my opin-
ion, and my hon. friend who has just said
‘“ hear, hear,” agrees thoroughly in that,
because he sent his grandchildren down to
Quebec to be educated. :

Hon. Sir MACKENZIE BOWELL—And
my own too.

Hon. Mr. EDWARDS—He is a broader
minded man than some people think, and
if he discusses this question, I think he
will approach it without animus and will
display the largeheartedness which charac-
terizes him. In travelling abroad, how con-
venient it is to understand the French lan-
guage. A traveller can go to almost any
part of the world if he can speak French.
Although I speak French—I am very sorry
to say imperfectly—I was thoroughly at
home when I travelled through France and
Italy. My wife said I would be laughed at,
but not one Roman or Frenchman laughed
at me. They said I spoke very good French
indeed. My view is that not only should
there be no embargo on the use of the
French languge in our schools, but that it
should be encouraged in every way. I want
to make one contrast—and I do this in all

kindness—between Ontario and Quebec in
that respect. In a way the separate school
question is not involved in this discussion,
yet in the province of Quebec, which is the
home of separate schools, established for
a Protestant minority and not for the
French, there is no question as to what
language they shall teach. They teach
what they please. They may teach English
entirely if they wish. Some.gentlemen may
say, Yes, that is true, but that is one pro-
vince, and this is another province, and we
are all British subjects and we shall have
but one language in this country. Now I do
not think that that is British. It does not
appeal to me that that is the system of
Great Britain, because in Great Britain the
greatest liberty in that respect is given.
There is no question at all about that. To
give you a few illustrations. In Switzer-
land, French, Italian and German are the
languages; in Belgium the Flemish and
French are the languages. It does not fol-
low as a consequence there is not a united
Belgium, and when you come to Great
Britain, the mother of liberty in every res-.
pect, what do you find? There is the
Gaelic, the Erse, the Welsh, in-the Isle of
Man, the Manx, and in the Channel Islands
the French, and there is no restriction as
to the teaching and use of these languages,
and it is not pretended for one moment,
that Britain is not a united country. Of
course it is, and those who think that in
order that this country should become per-
fectly harmonious in every respect the uni-
form language must be English, cannot call
themselves real, true British subjects. They
do not believe in British institutions; Great
Britain is the great colonizer she is, be-
cause she has given to the various colonies
she possesses the greatest freedom in all
respects, and it is because after the capitu-
lation of Quebec, followed by the Treaty of
Paris and the treatment which Great Bri-
tain accorded to the French population
of Quebec, that ever since that time the
French-Canadian subjects in Quebec have
been the true British subjects that they are.
There are some gentlemen who say, if you
are going to encourage and promote the
teaching of the French language in Canada,
why do you not also claim the same
rights for the German and other nationali-
ties which compose this country. Well, if
there are any groups of them such as there
are in Quebec, and parts of Ontario, I cer-
tainly would have no objection whatever.
But is there a difference—Yes, or- No?
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Yes, I think there is a vast difference. As
is well known by every one, the Province
of Quebec was first settled by Frenchmen,
who of course became French Canadians.
After the capitulation how many English
were there in Canada? There were just the
Scotchmen that were disbanded from a few
regiments and settled on the 8t. Lawrence.
What became of them? They all became
converted to the Roman (Catholic religion.
They inter-married with the French and
became Frenchmen with Scotch names and
you can find the Macs of all kinds down
on the lower St. Lawrence, and the Ross’
and the Warrens, and in fact all Scotch
names are found there. That assimil-
ation arose when those people settled in
among the French Canadian population,
took on their habits, their language and
their religion, and simply became French
Canadians. Some might say in answer to
that, that the same thing will be applicable
to French Canadians because there is an
English majority in Canada. I do not think
that is possible. The province of Quebec
is a large and populous province and it is
going to become a much more populous
province. The French language predomin-
ates, and I think will always predominate
there; and I do not think it possible that
it can be Anglicized. I am not going
-to say that I think it is desirable, because
I think perfect unity, perfect good feeling
and a perfect understanding between the
two great races which compose the nation-
alities of this country, will make it a much
greater Dominion than if they were all one.
An Englishman whd lives in a community
that is largely composed of Frenchmen is
a man oi broader views, of more liberal
ideas than a man who is housed by him-
self and knows nothing of the outside.

Several hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. EDWARDS—The British lan-
guage is truly the language of commerce,
but the French language is the language of
diplomacy and it is just as necessary to
know the one as to know the other. In
Great Britain or Europe a man is not con-
sidered equipped unless he is familiar with
both languages, and the same should apply
to Canadians. I want to give you a little
contrast, if I may, as applied to this hon-
ourable Chamber and the Commons. Let an
hon. gentleman make a French speech here,
and how many hon. gentlemen will under-
stand him, apart from the French Canadian
members of the Chamber. Let the
same thing occur in the Commons and

Hon. Mr. EDWATRDS

how many will understand him? Very few; I
think you could count them on less than the
fingers of one hand. But go down to the
Legislature of Quebec and contrast the dif-
ference; every single man will understand an
English speech that is made there, and there
are few if any men there who will not speak
as fluently in English as in French; show-
ing clearly and conclusively that the French
Canadians do not resist in any respect th2
acquisition of the English'language.

Several hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. EDWARDS—The French peo-
ple are most desirous of learning the Eng-
lish language, and what they do eay is,
““We desire to learn the English language
but we desire to preserve for oumselves the
language of our forefathers.” And can you
find fault with that? I for one do mot.
Now I will give you another illustration
that imay surprise hon. gentlemen here.
I have been 45 years in the lumber business
on my own account, manufacturing lumber
on a somewhat large scale. The bulk of
my Canadian business ‘has always been
with the City of Montreal. I said a while
ago that the English language was the lan-
guage of commerce, and I am going to prove
it now absolutely. I have yet to receive
the first letter written in the French lan-
guage from one of my many customers in
the city of Montreal.

Several hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. EDWARDS—And in all fair-
ness to the gentlemen of that race I wish
here to pay them a compliment. Nine-
tenths of the business which I have done
in Montreal was with French-Canadians,
but I never attended a meeting of creditors
in the City of Montreal in my life, and
never had any difficulty whatever.

Several hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. EDWARDS—Those gentlemen
not only do their correspondence in Eng-
lish but they keep their books in English.
That spirit of resistance to the English
language does mot pertain in any part of
the Province of Quebec. If you go to
Montreal or Quebec tomorrow and enter
any store you like, or mingle with any
French-Canadian you like, you will find
that almost universally they speak freely
and fluently the English language. There
is no resistance to English, nothing of the
kind. They cultivate, and desire to cul-
tivate the English language. It may be
said, “ Oh yes, that is true but those peo-
ple, who have moved into the Province of
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Ontario should be different and should learn
largely the English language, and we should
_ give them very little French now. Well,
ordinary some years ago more French
was taught than is now taught. In my
humble opinion rule 17 makes the French
language practically impossible of being
taught in Ontario; that is my belief.

Several hon. GENTLEMEN—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. EDWARDS—I do mnot believe
that the gentlemen who framed that rule
had that intention; I cannot believe it; it
is such an injustice that I will not be eble
to believe, and I do not believe it, and I
do think in all justice that that inequality
should be removed. It is quite true that
every child should be taught English, and
French also, and those who desire it, as the
French-Canadians do, should have greater
freedom, and a larger measure of it, than
perhaps our English people would be willing
to think of. But in this country the Eng-
lish language should be taught, I say, as
well as the French language. Now if I may
be permitted I should like to read what I
consider the very harmless speech lately
made by the hon. 8ir Lomer Gouin at
Que. The idea that it was dictating in any
respeot, or pretending to dictate to the
Province of Ontario is, in my humble
opinion, and absurdity. He simply gave an
expression of goodwill and made a request,
nothing more and mothing less than that.
It is as follows:—

At the very time when in Europe, British and
French are with each other in fighting for the
triumph of justice, and while, on the fleld of
battle British and French are generously shed-
ding their blood to put an end to oppression in
Europe, and to give an assurance of peace to
ail future generations, why is it that their
brothers in Ontario are divided as to the ad-
visability of teaching the language of the
discoverers of this country to the children of a
minority—a language which is also that of a
people for which the Empire is at this moment
risking the fate of its fleets, of its armies, of
its colonies and of its national life?

Far be it from me to think of intervening
between the government and the minority of
the neighbouring province, and God keep me
from saying a word which might widen the
division which we deplore, but I cannot forget
that it was the English-Canadians of Ontario,
and the French-Canadians of Quebec who to-
gether built up Confederation, the powerful
Dominion of Canada.

Who will claim that if was not in the minds
of the framers of our constitution to give equal
rights in matters of language, of religion, of
property and equal personal rights to both races
as avowed by Sir John A. Macdonald in 1890,
and who will claim that the British North
America Act was not inspired by similar senti-
ments?

Thank God, we have always lived here in
peace and harmony without either oppression

or oppressed, and I know the spirit of our peo-
ple well enough to be able to declare there never
will be. But if it should ever occur that the
minority have occasion to complain of its treat-
ment by the majority, would it astonish any-
body if Ontario should raise its voice to ask for
justice for those of its own race and faith?

Animated by this sentiment I desire before
taking my seat to make an appeal in the name
of the entire population of Quebec, nf English-
Canadians, Scotch and JIrish, as well as of
French-Canadians, to the government and to
the majority of the province of Ontario. JIn the
name of the justice and of the generosity of
which Britain has given so many proofs, and
which cannot fail to animate every truly British
citizen, as well as in the name of the struggles
which our forefathers sustained in opening to
civilization the rich domains which are our
common patrimony, I ask that justice be given
to the French minority of Ontario, and that if
necessary they be not only justly, but even
generously, dealt with.

In the name of the expression it has given
to human thought, I ask that the French lan-
guage be taught to the school children of On-
tario who wish to learn and to speak it. Let
me in addition send to the minority of Ontario
a message of active sympathy, for we owe it to
them.

Now, that speech is complained of as being
an interference with the affairs of Ontario,
I claim .that it is not; that it is nothing
more than a message of good will. I say
again that every true Canadian should cul-
tivate in every respect good will between
the various portions of the population of
this country. Through discord and animos-
ity nothing but harm can be done; by good
will and united action let those who desire
speak whatever language they please, and
certainly let our large body of French-Cana-
dians in this country educate their children
as they please. I think that is what will
best promote the very best interests and
advancement of this country. To-day in
Great Britain what have we got? TUnder
the banner of Great Britain we have the
Indians of India, the population of South
Africa, of Australia, of New Zealand and
Canada, all fighting under the one banner;
fighting for what? For liberty and justice.
In our smaller way in Canada let us who
compose the majority give fair play to the
minority in eyery reasonable way. Now, to
show that there is liberality of opinion
among our best thinkers I want to read one
more letter to you if I be permitted. I may
say that this letter is penned oy a son of
a north of Ireland Protestant, who is him-
self a Protestant. He is a large-minded
man of broad views, and a very able
thinker. As you will see by his letter he
claims that these questions are not under-
stood in Canada, that the vast majority of
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the people are not aware of the causes of
friction or the contention of the French-
Canadian in so far as their rights are con-
cerned and do not understand this question,
and he thinks some means should be in-
augurated whereby the questions should be
made’ clear and perfectly understood. What
he suggests may or may not be practicable,
but I read the letter simply to show the
view, which I am sure is the view of a vast
number of large, broad-minded thinkers
such as he is. The letter reads as follows:—

March 11, 1915,
Dear Senator Edwards,

I see by the morning paper  that Senator
David brought forward in the Senate yester-
day, what I suppose might be termed Ontario’s
bi-lingual question, and I noticed that you are
to continue the debate.

May I be permitted to lay before you some
views I entertain concerning this, as well as
other sectional differences. I fear that many
of us in this country do not fully appreciate
the faot that races of people, like individuals,
have their peculiarities and that it is easier to
harmonize the differences of the individuals of
a race than those of different races.

Therefore I hold I am not justified in looking
at my fellow man and measuring him according
to my own views, especially if he be of a
different race. That principle I regard as the
true starting point in nationalizing this country
with its people principally drawn from two
great races. In other words it is necessary to
adopt the attitude of the man in the street, in
which he gives and takes ground in passing
through the crowd-—the only practicable way
by which the business of the street becomes
possible.

Recently Sir Lomer Gouin, Premier of Que-
bec, made an appeal to this Province of Ontario
for consideration on behalf of those speaking
the French language within the Province, evi-
dently based on the belief that the French-
speaking British subject in Ontario is being
unfairly treated. That evidently is the view
likewise of Senator David.

Sir Lomer Gouln is the mouthpiece of the
Province of Quebec and he would not have
spoken if he was not expressing the views of
a large number of people in his Province.

We all know that the school question in
Canada has been the cause of a great deal of
friction and we are all agreed that differences
of race and religion .are dangerous to the
State and interfere with that homogenity so
absolutely essential in a young country. When
my fellow man takes a certain attitude and
says it is a question of conscience with him,
I feel T must give grave consideration to his
views.

‘While no public man in Ontario has come out
into the open as Sir Lomer Gouin has done,
still we know that there is a feeling among a
considerable class in Ontario that all is not well
in Quebec. s

Now what are these questions that are caus-
ing friction? The leading ones might be enu-
merated as for instance in Ontario: Language
in schools; Religion in schools; and in Quebec,
the marriage question as it affects civil law.
Efficiency of schools,

Hon. Mr. EDWARDS.

It is questionable indeed if ten per cent of
the people of both provinces really understand
the true situation in so far as these questions
affect the public. Any way they should not
be allowed to driftt The sound policy for
the country in these questions affecting
conscience is that pursued by us all' in
the street—in not attempting to run down
the other fellow. I feel that there is a wvast
amount of microbes mixed up in these matters
and the only medicine for the microbe is to
drag it into the sunlight. In other words let us
get at the bottom of these questions. How?
Suppose the Chief Justices of Ontario and Que-
bec had the authority to each nominate three
fair-minded men drawn from different shades
of thought in the two provinces, and have the
six men act as a Committee to investigate these
questions of differences—these questions that
produce friction between sections of our people.
We do not want a legal enquiry—we merely
want facts as to what the conditions are. Give
such a Committee two years to get at the
facts. If they don't agree no harm is done.
They can in that event at least clearly set out
the two sides. I can see the possibility of sug-
gestions emanating from such a group of men
that would be a blessing to this country in
opening the way towards harmonizing to some
extent differences that must naturally retard
that cohesion so essential to the welfare of this
country. Give the public a clear statement of
all the facts and the public will reach reason-
ably fair conclusions.

Hon. Mr. CABGRAIN—Whom is that let-
ter by?

Hon. Mr. EDWARDS—I got the permis-
sion of the gentleman to read the letter, but
he asked me not to mention his name. I
have no objection to ask him to allow me to
give the name. As to his method, I do not
know whether his suggestion is a good one
or bad one, but he certainly voices my own
sentiments. On a question of this kind, no
matter how strongly I may feel as to the
character of schools we should have in this
country, it is my duty to have regard to the
opinion of others. It is my duty also to
have regard to the prejudices of others; and
on this subject which is disturbing the popu-
lation of this country, I, as a Canadian who
have nothing but good will towards all,
desire that it should be settled in a fair and
equitable manner, and that fair play should
be extended the minority that come from the
Province of Quebec to inhabit the Province
of Ontario. If the reverse takes place what
do you have? You have the tendency of
having that nationality in the Province of
Quebec instead of disseminating through
the various parts of the Dominion. I say,
and I say it advisedly, that nothing could
be better in the interests of Canada than
the dissemination of that heroic and grand
people among the English inhabitants of
the various parts of Canada.
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Several Hon. GENTLEMEN : Hear, hear.

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

The motion was agreed to.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (43); An Act respecting the Huron
and Erie Loan and Savings Co. and to
change its name to the Huron and Erie
Mortgage Corporation.—Hon. Mr. Kerr.

Bill (58), An-Act respecting the Casuality
Company of Canada.—Hon. Mr. McHugh.

Bill (G), An Act respecting the patent of
the National Wood Distilling Co.—Hon. Mr.

* Bostock.

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

Bill (8), An Act respecting the Edmonton,
Dunvegan and B.C. Ry. Co.—Hon. Mr. Tal-
bot.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (20), An Act respecting the C.N. Ry.
Co.—Sir Lyman Melvin Jones.

Bill (49), An Act respecting the Calgary
and Fernie Ry. Co.—Hon. Mr. DeVeber.

Bill (50), An Act respecting the Canadian
Western Ry. Co.—Hon. Mr. Watson.

Bill (52), An Act respecting the Montreal,
Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal Company.

. —Hon. Mr. Casgrain.

Bill (54), An Act respecting the Toronto
Terminals Railway Company.—Hon. Mr.
Kerr.

Bill (60). An Act to incorporate the Ent-
whistle and Alberta Southern Railway Com-
pany.—Hon. Mr. Pope. =

Bill (61), An Aot respecting the Simcoe,
Grey and Bruce Railway Company.—Hon.
Mr. Taylor. . 5

Bill (62), An Act respecting the Bank of
Alberta.—Hon. Mr. Talbot.

Bill (65), An Act respecting the Toronto
and Hamilton Railway Company.—Hon.
Mr. Taylor.

Bill (K), An Act respecting Patent of
John Miller & Son, Ltd.—Hon. Mr. Derby-
shire.

The Senate adjourned until to-morrow at
three o’clock.

THE SENATE.
Wednesday, March 17, 1915.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (L), An Act dor the relief of Adam
Clarke Anderson.—Hon. Mr. Taylor.

Bill (M), An Act for the relief of Thomas
Jefferson Moore.—Hon. Mr. Watson.

DOMINION LANDS IN RAILWAY BELT,
* BRITISH COLUMBIA.

MOTION,
Hon. Mr. LOU_GHEED moved :

Resolved, that the following Orders in Coun-
cil made by His Royal Highness the Governor
General in Council, in accordance with the
regulations for the survey, administration, dis-
posal and management of Dominion lands
within the Railway Belt in the province of
British Columbia, approved by Order in Coun-
cil of the 17th September, 1889, that is to say:

1. Order in Council P.C. No. 720, dated 14th
March, 1914, further amending the regulations
by adding thereto subsection C to section 22
of the said regulations defining the term
“ Residence in the Vicinity ” of his homestead
by an entrant.

2. Order in Council P.C. No. 2597, dated 17th
October, 1914, making the provisions of sec-
tion 22 of the Dominion Lands Act applicable
to Dominion lands within the Railway Belt in
the province of British Columbia whereby
the time during which an entrant is absent-
from his homestead while a member of a mili-
tary force enrolled under the authority of the
Minister of Militia and engaged in the defence -
of the British Empire may be counted as resi-
dence upon his homestead.

Coples of each of which Orders in Council
were laid before this Eoui on the 12th day
of March, 1915, for the approval of this House
under the provisions of subsection D of section
38 of the regulations for the survey, admiaqis-
tration, disposal and management of Dominion
lands within the forty-mile Railway Belt in the .
province of British Columbia, and the said
Orders in Council are now s&o approved.

Hon. ‘Mr. BOSTOCK—Is the hon. gentle-
man able to give me an answer to ,the
question I asked yesterday as to the home-
steads?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—No, because the
question my hon. friend puts isa hypotheti-
cal one. He refers to the case of a man
who may want to abandon his homestead.
If the ‘'homesteader will forward a
notice of abandonment, or if it is secured
from him, or if there is any indication that
he does mot intend to return to the home-
stead, then the minister would deal with it
on the evidence before him, but my hon.
friend will readily see that it is impossible
to make provision for a hypothetical case
of that kind by an Order in Council. The
minister would be glad to deal with the

case if the facts were put before him.
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Hon. Mr. BOSTOCK—As I understand,
the case might be submitied to the min-
ister. The question was put to the agent
and ‘he said, no, that under the Order imn
Council nothing could be done.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED—Of course the
agents hands would be tied entirely by the
Order in Council, but if it came before the
ngx;'ister a wider discretion might be exer-
cised. : S

ONTARIO BILINGUAL SCHOOL
QUESTION.

DEBATE RESUMED.
The Order of the Day being called:

Resuming the adjourned debate on the mo-
tion by the Honourable Mr. David, seconded
by the Honourable Mr. McHugh:

This House, without derogating from the
principle of provincial autonomy, deems it pro-
per and within the limits of its powers ana
jurisdiction and in pursuance of the object for
which it was established, to regret the divisi mns
which seem to exist among the people of the
province of Ontario in connection with the
bi-lingual school question and believes that it is
in the interest of the Dominion at large that
all such questions should be considered on
fair and patriotic lines and settled in such a
way as to preserve peace and harmony be-
tween the different national and religious sec-
tions of this country, in accordance with the
views of the fathers of Confederation, and with
the spirit of our constitution.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—In order that
each member of this House may be able to
read and analyse the Regulation No. 17,
made by the Department of Education of
Ontario which govern the English-French
public and separate schools I will read the
parts of this circular, dated August, 1913,
which bear on this discussion.

This circular first declares ‘that the
schools where French is taught will be
called, for convenience of reference, English-
French schools, and after providing for the
application of the general regulations pre-
scribed for public schools, it proceeds to
apply special rules to the English-French
rules, as follows:

Subject, in the case of each school to the
direction and approval of the chief inspector,
the following modifications shall also be made
in the course of study of the public and sepa-
rate schools:

As hon. gentlemen will see, the whole of
the clause that I read is subject to the
direction and approval of the Chief In-
spector. The circular continues:

(1) Where necessary, in the case of French-
speaking pupils, French may be used as a lan-
guage of instruction and communication; but

such, use of French shall not be continued
beyond form 1, excepting that, on the approval

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED.

of the chief inspector, it may also be used as
the language of instruction and communica-
tion in the case of pupils beyond form 1 who
are made to speak and understand the English
language.

(2) In the case of French-speaking pupils
who are unable to speak and understand the
English language well enough for the purpose
of instruction and communication, the follow-
ing provision is hereby made:

(a) As soon as the pupil enters the school
he shall begin the study and the use of the
English language.

(b) As soon as the pupil has acquired suf-
ficient facility in the use of the English lan-
guage he shall take up in that language the
course of study as prescribed for the public
and separate schools.

4. In schools where the French has-hitherto—

‘1 emphasize the word * hitherto.”

4. In schools where French hasg hitherto been
a subject of study the public or the separate
school board, as the case may be, may pro-
vide, under the following conditions, for in-
struction in French reading, grammar, and com-
position in forms I to IV (see also provision
for form V in public school regulation 14 (5)
in addition to the subjects prescribed for the
public and separate schools;

(1) Such instruction in French may be taken
only by pupils whose parents or guardians direct
that they shall do so, and may notwithstanding
Sec. 1, above, be given in the French language.
the educationalists whom I have consulted

(2) Such instruction in French shall not
interfere with the adequacy of the instruction
in English and the provision for such instruc-
tion in French in the time table of the school
shall be subject to the approval and direction
of the chief inspector, and shall not in any day
exceed one hour in each class-room, except
where the time 48 increased upon the order of
the chief inspector.

I take for granted that this discussion
has for its prime object to reach the men
of good will, who—luckily for Canada—are
the vast majority. The extreme people who
feed upon hatred, born of ignorance, and
who cherish their prejudices, are more im-
portant by the loudness of their denunci-
ations than by their number. I will admit
that they exert a larger influence in the
community than they are entitled to because
their passions lead them to activities which
create the false impression that they re-
present a large constituency. I readily
confess that no province has a monopoly
of the sectarian nor of the demagogue.
What are the conditions which we find to-
day in Ontario and Quebec? They are
those created by the British North America
Act which recognizes and sanctions the
separate or dissentient school system. De-
nominational schools are in existence in
both provinces by virtue of our constitu-
tion. They are Protestant or Catholic. In
Quebec the Protestant minority is given
the full control of its schools. Through the
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Protestant Council of Education, created
by the Legislature, they determine the our-
riculum to be followed and they select
their own text books. In Ontario the Gov-
ernment remains clothed with full authority
over all schools, public and separate. The
Department of Education has the sole con-
trol in the administration of the schools.
Up to August 1913, the regulation which
touched upon the teaching of French in
the schools read as follows:

Regulation 15.

“In school sections when the French and
German language prevail, the trustees may,
in addition to the course of the study prescribed
for public schools, require instruction to be
given in reading, grammar and composition to
such pupils as are directed by their parents
or guardians to study either of these languages
and in all such cases the authorized text books
in French or German shall be used.”

This enactment was but the confirmation
of the use of French in the education of
the French-speaking children in Ontario
schools prior to Confederation. This regula-
tion was replaced by Regulation 17, dated
August 1913, which has for its sole pur-
pose the regulation of the teaching of
French in certain schools called English-
French schools. It is therein provided that
French children may learn their own lan-
guage besides the English language.

Before proceeding to examine the con-
ditions which, in virtue of this regulatxon,
will govern the teaching of French in On-
tario, 1 want first to find out if we are agreed
upon the same purpose. If we are mot per-
suing the same end, if we have not the
same object in view, any further discussion
is useless. What does the French Canadian

* father want?. He wants his child to learn

his mother tongue and the English language
as well. What does the Ontario Govern-
ment want? What is its policy? I ‘take it
to be expressed in the terms of its regula.-
tions, as follows:

1st English shall be taught to ail the chil-
dren frequenting the public and separate schools.

2nd French may also be taught to the
children of such parents who desire it, under
certain conditions.

It does not enter into my mind to ques-
tion the sincerity of the Ontario Govern-
ment. Since it frames rules for the teach-
ing of English and French, I must con-
clude that its purpose is to allow adequate
means to attain that object. The Govern-
ment wants, first, alf children to learn the
English language. I take it for granted that
all French parents in Ontario are_agreed
upon that point.

The ocontroversy does not begin here.
Government further says that French may
also be taught to the children of parents
who desire it.

If Regulation 17 was silent as to the con-
ditions under which this French teaching
was to be given it would be clear to any
ordinary being that the teaching of French
was meant to be effective. A teaching which
does nct teach is a misnomer. Once I am
allowed to learn French, that teaching
must be adequate, else it is a sham.

In effect, the Ontario Government’s edict
is that every child shall learn English and
may learn French as well. This is as it
should be. The ochild who speaks two
languages is better equipped than if he only
spoke one. This order is naturally con-
strued by the French Canadian population
in Ontario in much stricter terms and they
take it to mean, in their own case, that
every child shall learn the French and
English languages. They are perfectly
agreeable to and desirous of their children
acquiring a knowledge of the majority in
addition to their own mother tongue.

If the French speaking minority is in
complete accord with the Ontario Govern-
ment upon the essential element or matter
of the policy, where lies the difficulty or
disagreement which we hear so much
about?

It suffices to read but cursorily that Regu-
lation 17 to reach the conclusion that its
rigorous application would deprive the
French speaking child of any fair know-
ledge of his own language. That child may
only be taught-in his own tongue during
the first form, that is during the first two
years of schooling, if it is deemed neces-
sary by the chief inspector and, thereafter,
in the other forms, he may have French
tuition for a fraction of an hour each day.
If, after the first form, his knowledge of
English is still insufficient, the language of
communication may be the French during
an hour or rather a fraction of an hour at
the discretion of the chief inspector.

This means that the child will be taught.
French and English through the medium of
the French language when it is deemed
that he would be unable to understand the
lesson if given in English. The chief in-
spector will, arbitrarily decide upon that
point.

Regulation 17 assumes that the French
child will have learnt during the first two
years sufficient English to understand the
teacher, and that thereafter he will have
enough of a fraction of an hour of French
tuition each day to learn his own language.
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Those two assumptions are held by all
the educationists whom I have consulted
to be absolutely erroneous and I may add
that my own experience -leads me to.the
same conclusion. ;

The French grammar is much more diffi-
cult than the English, and a French child
will need as much time, if not more, to
learn the rules governing his own language,
in his own tongue, as he will need in master-
ing the relatively simple rules of the Eng-
lish grammar. -~

"If the class hours were equally divided
between French and English, when English
would be exclusively spoken for half of the
time and French during the other half, it
is my opinion that English would have the
best of this apportionment because of the
greater difficulties of the French grammar.
Yet no one, I am sure, would object to such
a division, except for the first two years
when 4he best results, according to Dr.
Merchant himself, are obtained through the
use of the mother tongue.

It is manifest to all men who have learnt
concurrently French and English in bi-lin-
gual schools that no French child will mas-
ter, in a fair manner, his mother tongue
with an hour only of tuition. And yet Re-
gulation 17 will not even give him that one
hour. In the ungraded schools, where all
classes are confided to the care of one
teacher, the study of French shall not in
any day exceed one hour in each class-
room. The teacher would thus be pre-
vented from giving more than a small
fraction of an hour to each class under his
eare, from ten to fifteen minutes at most.
This is perhaps the prcper moment to in-
terject a humorous note into this dry sub-
ject in citing the regulation which adds:

“ Such instruction in French shall not inter-

fere with the adequacy of the instruction in
English !

Is there any one connected with the De-
partment of Education of Ontario who can
be found to affirm that under the system of
compulsory laws with which they are
armed it is difficult to ordain a programme
of study for the bi-lingual schools, which
will give satisfactory results?

Can it seriously be cantended that a
child cannot be properly instructed in Eng-
lish and French in seven or eight years?
A visjt to any of our bi-lingual schools in
Montreal would soon dispel such an im-
pression. I may vouch for this further ex-
perience: Many young French Canadians
who, through force of -circumstances,

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND.

abandon school after their fourth or fifth
year will often prefer to write their cor-
respondence in English. This was corro-
borated by my right hon. friend from Rock-
land (Hon. Mr. Edwards) last evening
when he stated that during the whole of his
career, in his dealings with his customers
from the province of Quebec, the correspond-
ence has always been received in English.
They have acquired, in a short time, a suffi-
cient knowledge of English but they could
not, during the same time, master the great-
er difficulties of their own mother tongue.
I will admit that they generally increased
their knowledge of English by contact with
English people and by practice. Without
practice they would have soon forgotten all
that they had learned. I meet every day,
even 'in this Chamber, men who have had
a university training, who state that they
learned French at school and college but
that the lack of practice has obliterated all
that they ever knew of French. They can-
not even read it.

This brings me to the consideration of
the oft repeated affirmation that Ontario
must be kept English. I suppose that this
means that English must be the sole lan-
guage of the whole population. A gentle-
man presiding at a public meeting last
week, in Ontario, stated that this could only
be done by having the English language,
and it alone, taught in the public and sep-
arate schools of the province. He favoured
that policy.

1 am afraid that this gentleman will
meet with disappointment if he does not
add to his programme. I warn him, in e
friendly spirit, that he must see to it that
the French child, whom he will feach in
English only, gets the mnecessary environ-
ment to continue, after school hours, his
practice of English for if he returns to the
village and meets but French boys and
girls and if, in his own home, he hears
nothing but French, the imposition of Eng-
lish tuition exclusively with the view of
anglicizing him is doomed to utter failure.
He should have a law passed obliging the
Ontario Government to expropriate or con-
fiscate the farms owned by people who do
not use exclusively the English language
and to deport them. I confess that this
undertaking would be of some magnitude,
since it would involve at the same time the
transferring of the bi-lingual Federal
Parliament and fthe capital over the
Ottawa river and into the bi-lingual province
of Quebec. Seriously speaking, is it mnot
time that the sober-minded men come to-
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gether so as to put an end to such unhealthy

agitations? Will it not seem to all of them
too late in the day to try and exact that
all the people of a province shall speak but
one language?

When Ontario was carved out of the pro-
ince of Quebec, the first Ontario Legislature
was animated by a different spirit. In its
fatherly concern dor the welfare and con-
tentment of its people of French origin it
enacted legislation providing for the sum-
mons of the King to be written in French
when served upon its French subjects, for
their appearance before a court of justice.

The whole population of Ontario was very
small, and small indeed was the French
minority in 1791. They are to-day 250,000.
It is a figure to be reckoned with. Such a
group can resist any unjust treatment. If
deprived of the school house which they
built with their own money, if despoiled of
their school rates they can put up inde-
pendent schools and bleed themselves anew
in order to properly teach their children
their mother tongue. A coercive policy in
the matter of language has failed of its
purpose wherever applied, because it at-
tacks the essence of one’s personality, it
touches the soul and it calls into action the
instinct of self-preservation. The French
minority of Ontario is not isolated. It has
the right 4o rely upon the active sympathy
-of the province of Quebec. What fis our
justification for raising our voice, we of
Quebec, in favour of the Ontario minority?
It is to be found in the contract entered
into between Ontario and Quebec in 1867.
We were then pariners under the Act of
Union; we had put everything in common to
be administered by one legislature, when
we were united in 1841. The one Parlia-
ment made laws for Upper and Lower Can-
ada. When we decided to federate the
provinces of North America and to set up
local legislatures which, inter alia, would
regulate educational matters, the English
province of Ontario confided to the care of
the French province of Quebec the English
minority in that province, and likewise
did the French majority of Quebec confide
the French minority of Ontario to the Eng-
lish majority of that province. It is the
English minority of Quebec which insisted
upon its right to separate schools being in-
seribed in the British North America Act.
As they were all of the Protestant faith,
they made the dividing line as between
Protestants and Catholies.

Once assured of a system of separate
schools the Protestants of Quebec took for
granted that they would be masters in

5—8

their own wschools and that they would
control absolutely the education of their
children. That was what they had in mind
and that is what they obtained.

The right to teach the children their
mother tongue was so obvious that it did
not enter their mind to stipulate it. The
principal mouthpiece for the province of
Quebec was Georges Etienne Cartier.
When he agreed, in the mame of French
Quebec, to this clause, which was to apply
equally to both minorities dn the two
provinces, can it be contended that he did
not expect reciprocity of treatment for his
own people ?

Are not both provinces interested in
the proper interpretation and application
of the term of ithis contract to which they
were the principal parties ?

If the province of Quebec ever oppressed
the English minority by an illiberal con-
struction of the Federal compact, I would
naturally expect their Ontario brethren to
resent such an action and to do their
utmost in its behalf.

I want to believe that this Regulation 17
has not been drafted by the Minister of
Education himself, as instruction in French
is only provided for schools where French
has ‘hitherto been a subject of study. This .
restrictive form prevents the opening of
another school through the expansion of
the population in a school district which
happens to be French-speaking, as French
teaching would be absolutely debarred
therein. I will simply ask my English-
speaking colleagues what would be their
feelings if the English and Protestant
separate schools of Quebec were surrounded
by some such limitations ?

In effect, the French Canadians simply
ask the efficacious teaching of the French
and English during the whole primary
course in the schools or classes attended
by their children.

All that is needed to attain that object
—which is a laudable one—is for the Gov-
ernment to furnish competent teachers.
This task is certainly not beyond the
power of the Ontarioc Government.

Where schools have more than one
teacher it is easy to meet the needs of
the English and French children by divid-
ing them into separate classes.

In those schools where French and Eng-
lish children have but one teacher, I am
told that an understanding can easily be
arrived at so as to satisfy the wishes of
the English-speaking Catholics who do not
ask for any French teaching.

We cannot close our eyes to the fact that

REVISED EDITION
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a sentiment exists in some quarters
throughout this country, which would
favour uniformity of language, of laws, of
habits, and of thought. Most of those who
hold such views come from the British
Isles, where five distinet races and
languages have held sway and still main-
tain their special characteristics. Frenoch
is an official language in the Channel is-
lands.

Each race contributes to the nation as
a whole its qualities and special aptitudes.
How much would humanity lose if
Europe were all French, or English, or
German, if diversity and contrasts were
replaced by a monotonous uniformity! Is
it in the interest of North America that
such a state of things be created ?

Hon. Mr. DAVID—Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. DANDURAND—In the month
of August, 1913, when this very regulation
was passed, the International Geological
Congress was held in the city of Toronto.
It was attended by 600 delegates from per-
haps all the nations of the world, and the
only language which every one could
understand, and which was their official
language, was French, which held sway
- for quite @ number of days exclusively.

The knowledge of French is too valuable
an asset to be treated with disdain. No
European deems himself fitted for public
life who does not possess that language.
With all the peoples who dwell in the
Mediterranean sea, French is the lan-
guage of communication between them. In
Egypt where ten races meet, French holds
the first place. It is spoken by them all.
The proceedings and discussions in all in-
ternational meetings and congresses are
carzied on in the French language.

Our mesistance to assimilation or ab-
sorption should rather draw commendation
from our English-speaking compatriots. Is
it an evidence of the quality of our race ?
‘An inferior material gives way while
granite endures.

We belong to the French race, whose
civilization has dominated the world for
centuries, whose exuberant genius has, to
this day, furnished the world with ideas
and ideals. We are naturally proud of our
liheage. Our forefathers discovered and
founded this Canada of ours. We spurn the
“idea of an inferior status. We claim full
partnership, with equal rights and responsi-
bilities, in the upbuilding of our common
country.

We are, in Canada, two millions of Cana-
dians of French descent. We govern the
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second largest province of this Dominion.
We have shown in that province the greatest
respect for the rights of the minority. We
expect from the majority of our sister
province of Ontario a treatment compatible
with our own dignity.

I have not discussed the constitutional
aspect of the question, because the Ontario
Government recognizes ‘the right of the
French minority to a French education.
It, at all events, admits the use of French»
My sole aim has been to show that the
regulations governing the teaching of French
are so restrictive that a French child will
not have a fair chance of learning his
mother tongue in those English-French
schools recognized and supported by
the Government. The Minister of Edu-
cation can easily revise those regula-
tions in a manner that will restore
peace and harmony, not only in his own
province, but in my own province as well,
which is justly moved and disturbed by the
appeal which the French minority is
making in this matter.

Hon. Mr. McSWEENEY—I have been
asked to say a few words upon this ques-
tion and they will be brief. 1In New
Brunswick we had school troubles for some
time, and after seven years an agrcement
was reached, not by law, but by mutual
forbearance, and mutual arrangemert. In
the city of Moncton, from which I come,
we have separate schools, or rather Catholic
schools and they rent these buildings to
the trustees for a nominal sum. The tax-
payers save a great deal of money, because
the rental is very small. We have a
large number of French children there, as
well as Irish Catholic children, ‘and there
is an agreement between the trustees and
Catholic authorities to allow them to teach
the first and second forms in French, and
after that English is taught. Besides, after
school hours they can give religious in-
struction for half an hour. That is not
sanctioned by law; it is by an agreement
with the trustees, but it works out har-
moniously. Everybody is satisfied and
there is no difficulty. Of course, the whole
thing is in the hands of the provinces, and
I do not understand why they cannot
change that Regulation 17—any regulations
for that matter. What the French people
want here in Ontario is as follow:

1. The respect of their rights in the educa-
tion of their children in schools that are main-
tained with their money.

2. An efficient teaching of the two official
languages of the Dominion, during all the
primary course in schools or classes frequentea
by their children. *
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3. That their children be taught througn tne
natural medium; the maternal tongue.

4. That the children whose parents are want-
ing them to learn the two official languages of
this Dominion be grouped by schools or classes.

5. Schoolmasters capable of teaching the two
official languages of Canada to take charge of
the schools or classes frequented by the child-
ren whose parents want them to learn English
and French.

6. Their share of the subsidies annually
voted by the Legislative.Assembly.

7. A sole inspection, Catholic and French-
English, of the separate schools frequented by
their children.

8. A sole inspection, French-English, of the
public schools frequented by their children.

9. The granting of diplomas to the bi-lingual
teachers of both sexes who have successfully
passed the examination required by the De-
partment of Public Education.

I do not see why these things cannot be
arranged amicably in Ontario. We spent
some years in turmoil and trouble in New
Brunswick and now everybody seems to be
satisfied, both English and French.

Hon. Mr. BEIQUE—If hon. gentlemen
will bear with me for a few minutes I will
say a few words on the motion of my
eft.eemed friend the hon. senator for Mille
Iles.

There must be some misapprehension, at
least in the province of Ontario, as to the
status of the French language in this
Dominion, and I would like to make that
point clear in as few words as possible.

When the British North America Act was
passed, as the enacting of laws in relation
to education was left to each province it
was deemed necessary to provide safeguards
with regard to denominational schools.
Hence section 93 of the Act, which reads
as follows: .

«g3. In and for each province the Legis-
lature may exclusively make laws in relation
to education, subject and according to the fol-
iowing provisions:

(1) Nothing in any such law shall pre-
judicially affect any right or privilege with
respect -to denominational schools which any
class of persons have by law in the province
at the Union:

£2) All the powers, privileges, and duties at
the Union by law conferred and imposed in
Upper Canada on the separate schools and
school trustees of the Queen’s Roman Catholic
subjects shall be and the same are hereby ex-
tended to the dissentient schools of the Queen’s
Protestant and Roman Catholic subjects in Que-
bec:

(3) Where in any province a system of.

separate or dissentient schools exists by law

at the Union or is thereafter established by

the Legislature of the province an appeal shall

lie to the Governor General in Council from

any Act or decision of any provincial authority

affecting any right or privilege of the Protestant
S—8%

or Roman Catholic minority of the Queen’s sub-
jects in relation to education:

(4) In case any such provincial law as from
time to time seems to the Governor General in
Council requisite for the due execution of the
provisions of this section is not made, or in
case any decision of the Governor General in
Council on any appeal under this section is not
duly executed by the proper provincial authority
in that behalf, then and in every such case,
and as far only as the circumstances of each
caSe require, the Parliament of Canada may
make remedial laws for the due execution of
the provisiong of this section and of any de-
cision of the Governor General in Council under
this section.

It is contended that under this sectiom,
each legislature may legislate as it pleases
in all matters of education, subject only to
respecting the rights and privileges of the
minority, whether Protestant or Catholic,
in regard to denominational or separate
schools; in other words, that from the
wording of section 93 as well as from its
context,the rights and privileges which were
intended to be protected were rights and
privileges in regard to religious education
only.

It is claimed, on the other hand, that if
no reference was made to the English or to
the French language in section 93, it was
because the status of the two languages in
the Dominion was dealt with in section 133
of the Act; and that as this section declares
the English and French languages official,
and in some respects obligatory, through-
out Canada, it is not within the power of
any of the provinces to suppress the teach-
ing of either of them.

Whatever may be the merits of these
contentions, which I do not propose to
discuss here, there is, I submit confidently,
one point on which there can be no room
for disagreement; it is that the French
language stands in the whole Dominion
constitutionally on the same footing as the
English language.

Members of this House are familiar with
section 133 saying that:

“ Tither the English or the French language
may be used by any person in the debates of
the Houses of the Parliament of Canada and
of the Houses of the Legislature of Quebec, and
both those languages shall be used in the re-
spective Records and Journals of the Houses.”

Mark the words: Either of the two lan-
guages ‘“may be used” in this House and in
the House of Commons and in both Houses
of the Quebec Legislature, and both lan-
guages ‘“‘shall be used’’ in the records and
journals. It seems elementary to me at
least, that the making of the use of the
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English and of the French languages thus
obligatory, implies that in the spirit, if
not in the wording, of the Constitution the
teaching of both was intended to be left
free and untrammelled.

The English speaking members of this
House and the French speaking members
o’f the Quebec Legislature may find it some-
times unnecessary to thus have all records
and journals printed in both English and
French, ‘yet you may be sure that the Eng-
lish minority in Quebec is as jealous as we
are here of the privilege. :

Section 133 says further: “and either of

_those languages (English and French) may
be used by any person or in any pleading
or process in or issuing from any court of

Canada established under this Act and in

or from all or any of the courts of Que-

bec.”

You are aware that under section 101 of
the British North America Act, power is
given to the Parliament of Canada to pro-
vide from time to time for the constitution,
maintenance and operation of a general
Court of Appeal for Canada, and for the
establishment of any additional courts for

_ the Dbetter administration of the laws of

Canada.

8o far two courts only have been estab-
lished by this Parliament, the Supreme
Court of Canada, having an appellate civil
and criminal jurisdiction within and
throughout Canada, and the Exchequer
Court of Canada having original jurisdie-
tion all over Canada in many matters of
very great importance.

Other courts may be established with
like jurisdiction throughout Canada, such
as an Admiralty Court—(under chapter 141
of the.Revised Statutes of Canada. Admir-
alty jurisdiction is given to the Exchequer
Court)—commercial courts. bankruptey and
insolvency courts, etc.

In all these courts of law, whether sitting
in the province of Ontario or in any other
province, it is and it shall remain the
constitutional right and privilege of any
person to cause processes of law to be
issued in the French or in the English
language, at his own aiscretion, and to
use either of these languages in addressing
the courts.

Extraordinary as these privileges may
appear to-day to certain persons, when
granted, at the time of the Confederation,
they did not give rise to any discussion.
Everybody seemed to be agreed that
as a matter of natural and plain jus-
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tice to the two, races concerned and in the
best interest of Canada the perpetuation of
botb languages should be guaranteed.

Both French and English did great things
for this part of the North American contin-
ent. The French were its first pioneers
throughout the length and breadth of the
land. They introduced here Christianity
and civilization, and after passing under
the English Crown, they helped in defend-
ing, maintaining and developing British
institutions. You English-speaking people
brought in here these British institutions
of which we are all equally jealous and
proud. With the religious and moral sense
which characterizes your race, you created
and maintained that great modern power,
public opinion, which is so invaluable for
the peace, good government and progress
of any country. ’

1t is no wonder that at the time of Con-
federation, when the foundation of a great
Canadian nation was laid, it was deemed
fair and proper to guarantee to the de-
scendants of both races, the free use of
their respective language.

As to the grounds of complaint, it will
be sufficient for me to refer to the unani-
mous report of the six inspectors, three
English and three French, appointed by
the Department of Education of the pro-
vince of Ontario to carry out Regul=**-n 17:

The inspectors agree that regulation XVII
aas not been effective for the following rea-

sons:

« Tt was taken to mean that French could not
be used as a language of instruction and com-
munication. It was regarded as an attempt to
gradually eliminate the French language from
the English-French schools. 2

“ Inspectors furthermore agree that the limi-
tation to one hour of the teacher’s time for
French as a subject of study does not ade-
quately meet the conditions.”

I have before me an eloquent appeal
made on the question by our late esteemed
colleague, Sir Richard W. Scott, not long
before his death. It was embodied in a
letter dated the 8th of October, 1912, and
published in the Toronto Globe of the 15th
of the same month. In his letter he took
very strong ground against Regulation 17
as seriously interfering with the application
of the law in connection with separate
schools. The whole letter is well worth
quoting. It is as follows:

The main object of the Separate School Act
of 1863 was to give the Catholic parent the
right to educate his child according to his own
views and to combine religious with secular

education. It had no reference to nationality,
and even at that time there were French schools
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in Ottawa, a large portion of my constituents
being of that nationality. So, for over fifty
vears, the French Catholics have enjoyed the
“right or privilege” of educating their child-
ren through the medium of their own language.

Before Confederation the schools of Upper
Canada were under the jurisdiction of a Super-
intendent of Bducation. The Rev. Dr. Ryerson,
a Methodist ciergyman, was the head of the
department, and it was he who established the
public school system, copying its principles
from those prevailing in the TUnited States.
Having inaugurated that system, he was na-
turally desirous of preserving it intact, and
when in 1860 my Bill was first introduced it
had his opposition; but as years passed on
and the cubject was freely discussed by the
press and at political meetings public opinion
favoured the concession- to the mionrity, ana
Dr. Ryerson withdrew his. objection and sup-
ported the passing of the Act of 1863. Lest,
however, any superintendent of education might
make objectionable regulations affecting sepa-
rate schools the Act contained an appeal by the
trustees to the Governor General in Council.
whose award “ shall be final in all cases.”

_At this point in his letter Sir Richard
Scott quoted section 93 of the British North
America Act.

Taking a practical view of present conditions,
a majority of the boys and girls do acquire a
knowledge of English before leaving school. In
Ottawa I am confident that 95 per cent of the
pupils in bi-lingual schools speak English per-
fectly before reaching fourteen years of age,
and they realize that a knowledge of the two
languages is a great advantage. But, to force
French children to learn English in their first
year at school, wounds their natural pride, ana
they naturally resent the attempt.

The same feeling prevails in other countries.
For over a hundred years Poland has had the
sympathy of the world in its refusal to adopt
the Russian language, Germany cannot force
‘its language on Alsace and Lorraine. Surely
Ontario is not going to follow the example of
Russia in its treatment of citizens who do not
conform to the language of the majority.

. The Parental Rights.

The child belongs to the parent, not to the
state, and the parent should certainly have a
voice in the education of his own child. But
under the recent edicts the French parent in
Ontario has no voice over the education of his
children. Any one doubting that statement
should read the officia] circular of instructions
for the year 1912-1913. It embraces twenty-
five ‘sections and subsections, all cMppling the
possible education of the French child through
the medium of his native language. The cir-
cular entirely ignores the board of separate
school trustees and places arbitrary power in
supervising inspectors who, in the three cases
quoted in the press, are admitted to be Pro-
testants, thus necessarily creating friction be-
tween parents and trustees. (cf. Rule 17.)

Keeping in view the admitted fact that the
present appointees are Protestants, it is clear
that members of the Orange Order are eligible
for the position of supervising inspectors, ana
may be selected to dictate the course of studies
to be followed by French Catholic children. Is
the Catholic parent to have no voice in the
education of his child?

The teachers in French schools, unless quali-
fled to teach the public school course in the
English language, can no longer be granted a
certificate. (Section 13, Rule 17.)

Now compare these arbitrary and harsh
rules with the sympathetic and Christian policy
meted out to English Protestant children in
Quebec. They are placed under the paternal
control of the Protestant committee of the
Board of Kducation. The Quebec Government
does not interfere with the administration of
the schools. In addition to a pro rata share in
the general education fund, Protestant high
schools in Montréal and Quebec receive annual
subsidies. Fifty academies and model schools
in cities ‘'and towns receive grants. McGill re-
ceives $3,000 for the education of Protestant
teachers. The Protestant committee, in addi-
tion to other grants, receives $3,000 to educate
bi-lingual teachers. Last session the Legisla-
ture voted $15,000 to aid education in poor
Protestant districts. All that and much more
is granted in aid of Protestant education; while
the Catholic minority of Ontario receives no
such contribution and get no share of the
taxes of corporate bodies, though they contri-
bute to the wealth of these corporations.

If Sir Lomer Guin were to follow the ex-
ample of the Ontario Premier and appoint
French Catholic supervisory inspectors to
supersede the Protestant Board of Education,
giving them the powers conferred on the On-
tario inspectors, would not such action be de-
nounced over Ontario as intolerable tyranny?
Yet that is the policy meted out to the French
Catholic parent and child who have crossed
the border and sought a home in"a sister prov-
incee If the language so bitterly proscribed
were a foreign tongue, one could understand
the reason for crushing it out. But consider-
ing that French is one of the official languages
of Canada, spoken by 2,000,000 of our fellow-
subjects and by over 100,000,000 outside the
Dominion, that it is the ambition of cultured
men and women in all countries, next after
their native dialect, to be able to speak French;
and considering that the literature of France is
of the highest and most refined standard, the
study of the language should not be discour-
aged. In all internatiora] conventions Freach
is the usual medium of communication. Even
when about forty delegates from forty countries
met in June last in London to discuss the
wireless telegraphy and frame regulations for
its use, French was the language for the in-
terchange of ideas, and Canada was fortunate
in having a representative who was not only a
fluent speaker in French, but was also an ex-
pert in the subject under discussion. Yet that
language is to be interdicted in the French
schoo's of Ontario! Fortunately the constitu-
tion provides for an appeal to a higher power.

(Sgd.) R. W. Scott,
Ottawa, Oct. 8, 1912.

The letter was that of a man of great
experience and a true patriot. Every word
of it may be commended to the sound judg-
ment of every member of this House.

We do not ask that all children in
Ontario be not compelled to learn English,
or even to become proficient in that lan-
guage. We are all anxious, whether in
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Ontario or in Quebec, for opportunities to
Jearn it. All that we ask is that the
inhabitants of French origin be not deprived
of learning their own language as well.

To put it in the words of the French
Canadian Association of Ontario, French-
Canadians are asking:

1. The respect of their rights for the educa-
tion of their children in schools supported with
their money. !

2. The efficacious teaching of the two official
languages of Canada during the whole primary
course in the schools or classes attended by
their children.

8. The teaching of their children through the
natural vehicle: the mother tongue.

4. The grouping by schools or classes of the
children to whom their parents wish to have
the two official languages taught. .

5. Competent teachers capable of teaching
the two official languages of Canada to take the
mana nt of schools or classes attended by
the children whose parents require teaching of
French and English,

6. Their part of school grants voted each
year by the Legislative Assembly.

" 7. One inspection, Catholic and Franco-Eng-
lish, of separate schools attended by their
children.

8. One inspection, Franco-English, of public
schools attended by their children.

9. The granting of certificates to bi-lingual
teachers who have successfully passed the ex-
aminations required by the Department of
Education.

Again borowing the wording used by the
same association, French-Canadians in On-
tario do not want (1) schools exclusively
French; (2) they do not want to force Eng-
lish-speaking children or others to study
the French language; (3) they do not ask
for the introduction of & third school sys-
tem in the province.

What objection can there be to education
being given in the two languages in Ontario
as it is given in Quebec, at least to those
who desire to acquire the knowledge of
both? Are we in the province of Quebec,
who have been taught French and English
in our schools. really inferior in Parliament,
in the liberal professions, in science, in arts,
or in any other sphere of life, to those who
know English only? Is there any hon.
gentleman in this House possessed only of
the English language who would not deem
it a great advantage to possess French as
well? For my part, deficient as I am in
English, no monetary consideration could
induce me to forego, were it possible, such
knowledge as I have of the English lan-
guage.

Is there any ground for apprehension that
the perpetuation of the two languages may
interfere with the unity of the nation or
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the building of a true Canadian nationality?
History shows the diversity of races or
languages is rather a cause of emulation
between them and a source of progress. In
France to this day there are old provinces
where French is hardly spoken. For in-
stance, in Britanny, the Breton, a Celtic
language, is used by most of the people and
is, taught in the schools. In la Provence
and in what is called le pays Basques, the
Provencal or the Basque is spoken. Again,
take Belgium, a country which for its
patriotism and its heroism is to-day ad