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jouse of Commons Debates

SECOND SESSION, FIFTH PARLIAMENT.—47 VIC.

e ]

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
WEDNRSDAY, 12th March, 1884,

-

Tho SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PrAYERS.
DISTRIBUTION OF DOMINION STATUTES.

Mr. AMYOT enquired,, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to furnish yearly®to the several organized
Maunicipalities a copyof the”Dominion Statutes, or at least
a copy of ther Public Statutes ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU." I am under the impression that all
the Municipalities "are® included in the free list of distribu-
tion. However, if the distribution is not done now, I shall
see that it be done in fature.

MONTREAL POST OFFICE.

Mr. HOLTON enquired, Is it the intention of the Gov-
ernment to improve the post office service in the city of
Montreal by keeping the ofice thers open until a later honr
each day than at present, and by providing for the immedi- |
ate delivery of mails arriving there in the evening ?

Mr. CARLING. My attention having been ealled to the
inconvenienee of the present mail arrangements in the city
of Montreal .by the representatives of that city some time
ago, I instrueted the inspector to make enquiries into the
matter, and he has made a report, upon which the post-
master has beerr ordered to keep the post office open until
10 o'cloek each night.

THE CHIEF CLERK IN THE DEPARTMENT OF
THE SECRETARY OF STATE.

Mr. CASEY enquired, Who is the chief clerk in the
Department of the Seeretary of State ? On whose recom-
mendation was he appointed ¥ ‘What were the apeecial
gfnaoltifeatigns which Ie(})o to his appointment over the heads

ers

Mr. CHAPLEAU. There is a chief clerk in each of the
different branches of the Department. The chief elerk of
correspondence, which is the main branch of the Depart-
ment, 18 Mr, Henry J. Morgan, who is a chief elerk of the first ;
grade; in the register branch, the chief clerk is Mr. L. A.
Catellier, who is a ohief clerk of the first grade; the Queen’s
Printer, Mr. Chamberlin, is a chief clerk of the first grade;
Mr. W. Henry Jones is a chief clerk of the secomd grade ;-

- and Mr. Alphonse Audet, the keeper of the records, is a
ehief olerk of the second grade. Mr. Oatellier and Mr,
Morgan were appointed en the 1st of Janmary, 1879, Mr.
Chamberlin on the lst of July 1881, Mr. Jones on the lst
0f July, 1880, and Mr. Audet on the 7th of June, 1883,

all of them were formerly either in the Departments or in
the House of Commons, and they have been recommended
and appointed by Orders in Council generalty. The chief
clerk of my own braneh, (Mr. Morgan) the clerk who
represents the Deputy, was appointed in 1853, I do not
know under whose recommendation. .

Mr, CASEY. I ask leave of the House to explain what I
mean by special qualifications, When a man is appointed
and not promoted, I understand that the Civil Serviee Act
reguires his special qualifications to be stated.

Mr, CHAPLEAU. I would like to suggest to the Lon.
gentleman that if he wants some spécial information, he
might move for some papers. I know what he means. He
might better have as directly what he ,wanted. If he
wants any particular information he may ask, and the
answer will be given.

CANAL BETWEEN THE TBRAMES AND LAKR ERIE.

Mr, CASEY enquired, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to proceed at an early day with the work in connection
with*'the canal between the River Thames and Lake Erie
(through the township of Dunwich) for which surveys were
made during the past summer ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. To give & full answer to
this question, I would have to read & statement which has
been giyen to me in referenge to it. I suppose that would
not be 1n order, in which case I may say that the imforma-
tion obtained by these surveys shows that, within the Hmits
of a reasomable expenditure, the scheme may be olassed as
impracticable.

Mr. MACKENZIE. That was known before the survey-

ors went there,

CLAIM OF MR. GEORGE LAVOIE.

My, BILLY enquired, Whether the Government have in
their possession an award made by one of the Dominien
Arbitrators, in relation to a claim presented by Mr. George
Lavoie, asking for an amount sufficient to eover the losses
incurred by him in the burning of his barn and its contents,
in May, 1872? Does the said awsrd state that the said five
was caused by one of the locometives ef the Government,
on the Intercolonial Railway? 1Is it stated in the said
award that, in equity, the Government is boand to pay to
the said George Lavoie the amount claimed ? Does the
award further state that the amount claimed #8 not teo
high ? Pinally, is it the intention of the Government, if the
sward eontains such statements, to reimburse Mr, G:uﬁe
Lawvoie for the amount of the losses by him incurred on the
occasion aforesaid ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1 beg to say, in 1o the
bon, gentlemsan, that the &ombf‘m!;teuth':za & ;eply from

Bewme of thera have been a long time in the Civil Berviee, 1
R .

one of the arbitrators, but net am awsxd; that thisreport
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states that the firc was caused by a locomotive, and that, in
the opirion of the arbiirator, the Government ought to pay
the damage,; that the Government do nct’inlend to pay,
because the Government are not able in ihe premises, the
spark arrcstors of the engine having beep proved to he in
good order.

CLATM OF JOSEPH IYANJOU.

Mr. BILLY enquired, whether it iz the intention of the
Goverument 1o pay the cluim of Jogeph I'Apjou, for ties
belonglng to him, and removed st St. Fabien Station, in
1882, by the employoes of the Intercclonial Railway? If
not, for what reasons ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. At the time the claim of
Joseph D'Anjou was established, he was indebted to the
Government in the sum of $1¢2, which, after deducting the
value of the ties, $157.50, still lcaves a balance due to the
Government by him, of $34.50,

ALFRED OGDEN.

Mr, RIRK enquired, Is Alfred Ogden employed by any
Department of the Government? Ifso, by what Depart-
ment? What are his duatice and what salary does he
‘receive ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. On enquiry, I find that
Mr. Alfred Ogden is not employed by any Department of
the Governmeont.

Mr. MACKENZIE. And gets no galary ?

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. Xe cannot get a salary
if he i8 not employod.

WELLINGTON BRIDGE, LACHINE CANAL.

Mr, CURRAN moved for copies of all correspondence
rolative to the necessity iof further accommodation for foot
paesengers at Wellingtor Bridge, Lachine Canal,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There is no objection to
bringing down any correspondence. My recollection of
the matter is 'that the hon. member for Montreal West
made & very urgent application to the Government while
the bridge was in process of construction to have accom-
modation provided for foot passengers, hut it was found
that the work had proceeded so fur in the construction of
the piers that a very great cost would be involved in afford-
ing this accommodation, and the contractors were unable
t\O’V comply with the requeat of the hon, member for Montreal

est,

Motion agreed to.
EDINBURGH FORKSTRY EXHIBITION,

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew) in moving for copies of all cor-
respondence between the Dominion Government and the
Governments of any of the Provinces, or between the
Dominion Government and any person or persons respect-
ing the advisability of adopting measures to secure an ex.
hibit of Canadian woods =t the Forestry Kxhibition to be
held in the city of Edinburgh in August next, said: I de-
sire to-make & fow observations and will endeavozr to make
them as brief as possible. It will be admitted we have in
Canada undertaken on many ovcasions to bring this country
into promivence in England and the other ecountvies of
Europe. The course taken by the hon. Minister of Agvi-
culture in securing the coming of the tenant farmer
delegates to Canada had a very considersble effect
in that direction. We have also had the sble as
sistance of the Marquis of Liorne and the RBurl of Daf
ferin in brivging Canada into prominence in the old country;
but I think it will be admitted that there is no more effoc,
tive mode of bringing about that desirable result than by

Sir CeaRLES TUPPER.

the exhibition of our products at the great exhibitions of
the world, I believe the Canadian exhibit held at the
Fisheries Exhibition in London last summer, under the
superintendence of the hon. Mirister of Marine and Fisher-
ies, had more to do with bringing Canada into prominence
in Great Britain than any other step taken previous to that
time. It is true we expended a good deal of money in con-
nection with that exhibition, but the fact that Canada was
brought into such prominence by that means, the fact that
Canada was in the mouths of so many people during
the course of that exhibition has, I think, been
justified by the Government in the expenditure made.
In connection with that exhibit of wood, with which my
motion proposes to deal, at the Forestry Exhibition in
Edinburgh, in August next, I believe that such an exhibi-
tion would also tend to advantage Canada to a very great
extent. It may be contented that the representiation, if
made at all, ought to be made by the different Provinces,
who are moreinterested in the forestry of this country than
the Dominion of Canada, but, if such an exhibit were made
under the authority of the different Provinces, it would have
to be divided up under four or five, or perhaps more differ-
ent authorities, and it would not, to my mind, be nearly as
effective as if that exhibition was made under the authority
and under the jurisdiction of the Central Government ; and I
believe that I am not in error in stating that the industry of
wood, the lumber industry, is of sufficient importance and has
been of sufficient importance, in the commerce of this country
to justify the Government in making a small expenditure
in connection with such an exhibition as that which I advo-
cate. I find, on looking over the Trade and Navigation
Returns for the sixteen years which have elapsed since
Confederation, that we have exporied of the natural pro-
ducts of the country to the following amounts: Products of
the mine, $51,416,647 ; products of the fisheries, $89,100,487;
products of the forest, $352,353,118 ; agricaltural products
and animals and their products, $514,977,645. It will thus
be seen that the exportation of the products of the forest,
during those sixteen years, have amounted to an average
of 33 per cent. of the exports of the whole of the natural
products of this country, and, if we include the other exports
with the export of the natural products we find the exports
of the products of the forest amounted to 334 per cent. of
the whole of the exports of this coantry during the last
sixteen years; and permit me to say, in addition to
that, that the exportations to which I refer have no
reference to the manufactures of wood or to the
ships which have been exported during that period
of time. It must, therefore, be admitted that the trade in
the products of the forest is of sufficient importance to
justify us in giving to that mndustry some consideration, and
in endeavouring, if possible, if it be in our power, to give it
the prominence it deserves in the old country. = It has
been stated, ] am aware, by some hon. gentlemen, that the
lumber industry is a waning industry; but when I inform
the House that the exports of last year amounted to
$25,370,726, as against an average export, during the last
sixteen years to which I bave referred, of $22,022,069, it
will, I think, be admitted that that trade has not reached a
point of decadence which causes us to believe it is not an
1mportant element in-the exports of this country; and, if it
is & waning industry, if the views that are held by hon.
gentlemen in reference to it in that respect be correct, it
must be because the produncts of the forest are being cut or
burnt away ; and, even in that connection, it seems to me it
would be desirable that we should obtain all the information in
our power toenable us to conserve these forests, by ascertain-
ing a8 acourately as we can what modes are adopted in Nor-
way aud other northern countries of Enroge for the preser-
vation and replanting of the forest, and I know of no means
which would be more satisfactory in this respect than a re-
presentation of Canada at the exhibition in Edinburgh in
R
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August next, where whoover might be in charge of that
exhibition would be brought in nontact with representatives
from those_countries, and would be enabled to obtain the in-
formation fhat would perhaps enable usto preserve our forests
from the destruction which has been going on from various
csuses. Ido not intend to prolong my remarks in relation
to this matter. I think the subject is one that ought to
commend itself to the Gevernment of the country and to the
House, and I would venture to express the hope that the
hon: leader of the Government, and the Government of
which he is the head, will consider whether it would not be
in the interests of this country, including all tho Provinces,
that the exhibit, if any be made in Edinburgh in connec-
tion with this forestry exhibition, should be made under the
authority and under the auspices of the Central Government,
instead of being divided up and subdivided, as it would be
if made under the authority of the different Provinces.

Mr. WRIGHT. 1should like to say something on the
subject which has been brought before the House, and
many members wish to spesk on it, as it is & matter of
great importance; and, as we should like to have an op-
portunity of doing so, I would prefer that the debate
should be adjourned, ifit would .meet the views of the
Tlouse. 1 move that the debate be adjourned.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I think it woald be desirable
1o have some expresgion from the Government in relation
to this matter, because, if this debate is adjourned, it will
tako a place upon the paper where it will not likely be
reached this Session.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That would be paying a
very bad compliment (0 my hon. friends who propose to
speak, to come (o any decision as to the course we ought
to take before we bear their speeches. However, 1
might simply say that the Government thoroughly
recognizes the importance of this question. The
moment the official intimation was communicated to
the Government that this forestry exhibition was to
be held at Edinburgh, and inviting the action of the
people of Canada as exhibitors, the Government transmitted
copies of the papers to each of the Provinces—because the
forests, as is well known, belong to the different Provinces,
the Government having no authority of their own, except
in the North-West, which ig a prairie country principally,
so that really it was in the hands of the Provincial Govern-
ments more than the Central Government—inviting them
to act in the matter. There have beem answers received
from some of the Provinces but not from all. The papers
will be brought down at once, the debate will go on, and 1
have no doubt the House will be glad to hear the discussion,
and the Government will come to & conclusion #s to what
extont, if at all, they should ask for a vote of the House.

Mr. ORTON. I presume that the Dominion Government
are making preparations for an exhib#t at the eéming Colo-
nial Exhibition in Great- Britain in 1886, No doubt the
products of the forests of this country will' be adequately
represented there, 1t would also, I think, be-desirable that
we should have some expression of opinion by the Govern-
ment 88 to Whether they-intend ta hwye Ganaiia represented
at the Colonial Exhibition, because it would require some
time to make the necessary preparation.

Mr, COCKBURN. I wish to take advantage of this op-
portunity to say a word in respect to'a very igiportant pro-
duct of the forest—I mneed say mnothing of the staple
article of pine as it is always a saleable commodity—
I refer to the article of birch. It is worth mention-
ing that we have in ths northern part of Ontario, and, per-
haps, in the northern part of Quebec also, an immense quan-
:;gy gf yegd valuable blu;igbxr& Yﬁlnﬁt is becoming

Learand scarce, and hag almost disappeared from On-
tario, bat wo bave a splendid pubstisute for 1t in this bireh I

have mentioned. If the existerco of this timber was made
commonly known by the Government, it would be con-
ferring & great boom wupon the population throughout
Northern Ontario, There is # va~i quantity of this timber
all along the Ottawa River to Liike Huvon, which is very
usefulin the manufacture of furniture. and for various other
purposes.

Mr. FISHER. Before this matter is disposed of, I wounld
like to draw the attention of the Government to another
phase of the question than that which has been alluded to
by the mover of this motion, and that is that there will not
only be an exhibition of forestry and of the products of the
forest, but thero will also be a meeting of gentlemen who
are intorosted in tree planting and in the promotion of fores-
try, which is now obuaining 2 great deal of attention all
over this continent. I would remind the First Minister that
in our North-West, in that porticn of it which is directly
under the charge of this Government, the question of fores-
try is & very important one, and tho report of such a com-
missioner as might be sent by this Government to this
exhibition, would be of great valuo in regard to future tree-
slanting in the North-West. I have before me a circalar

y which I am sorry to seo that exhibits at this
exhibition ought to have been entered by the 1st of
March, though it may be possible thut exhibits from this
country might still be allowed. I have also 8 communica-
tion from a gentleman who has been foremost in this coun-
try with regard to the scionce of forestry—I allude to the
Hon. Mr. Joly, of the Province of Quebec. In speaking of
this question, he says: “ There is a serious risk at this late
date in our sending exhibits to this exhibition, which might,
perhaps, not do the country justice.” At the Philadelphia
Centennial Exhibitivn our country obtained the foremost
poeition in regard to lnmbering exhibits, and it would be a
cause of great regret to everybody in this country, especi-
aily those engaged inthe lumber business, if Canada was
not able to make a proper exhibit at the coming Colonial
Exhibition. It is a question for serious consideration
whether, at this late date, when the entries are already
closed, we could make a satisfactory exhibit. I think that
in view of the importance which foresiry and tree-planting
nust obtain in the mear future in this country, it would be
very desirable that the Dominion Government should send
& commissioner who might make a report, the publication
and distribution of which would be very valuabie in pro-
moting the science of forestry in this country.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will consider the
matter. :

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.

THE HIGH COMMISSIONER AND IMMIGRATION.

Mr. BLAKE moved for a copy of the letter of the Minis
ter of Agriculture of the 5th of July, and of all cablegrams
addressed to the High Commissioner, ealling his attention to
the demand existing in Canada for the labouring classes, and
informing bim that notwithstanding the large immigration
which has taken place the requirements are still unsatisfied.
Also, copies of special circulars issued by the steamship
companies quoting the Minister’s cable messages by request
of the High Commissioner. Also, copics of the catlings from
the Lnndon newspapers on the subjeci fogwarded by the
High Commissioner. He said: I consider these papers are
important in connection with the question which exists in
this country as tp the prudence and the propriety of the
steps which have been adopted by the Government with
reference to the immigration of certain classes of the popa-
lation. I hope the hon. gentleman will bring them down
at an early date,

Mr, POPE. Of course it is underttood that I am not to
discuss this question now, Still, I think the hon. gentle-
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man might have known tbat he was foréclosing mb ona¢ub- -
ject on which I feel very strongly. Had he brought this
question on at the time fixed for discussion —-

Mr. BLAKE. I beg the hon. gentlemsn's pardon, The
hon. member for Renfrew declinad to accept the arrange-
ment that was proposed, and therefore the hop. gentleman
i Joft perfectly free to dizcuss it.

Mr. POPE. I am ready to stand by every statément I
have made. 1 have always advocated the bringing of
immigrants into this country. Aud the hon. gentleman will
not find anything in any letter-or cablegram out of which
ho can'fnake any capital against the Governmont. 1 will
accept the hon. gentleman’s challenge when the papers
come down. I am willing the motion should be carried,
but I ask that it be extended a little so that it «hall include
all tclegrams sent from this country in which it was repre-
gented that there was no labour to be found here for immi-
grants ; and also that it shall include clippings from such
pewspapers of Canada as have reprosented ‘the samé thing:

Mr. BLAKE. Let the hon. gentlemanr amend my motion
if e chooses to do 5o,

Mr, POPE moved that"the follbwing words bé ddded "to
the motion :—* Also copied of all cablegrims from ‘Canada
and cattings - from Caradish ‘newspapers' transmitted to
Englaud, and ail correspondénce obtainable-on the subject
of the labour demand in' this country.”

Motion, as smended, -agreed to.
NEW MODEL OF A BALLOT BOX.

Mr. OUIMET moved that- the petitiontof:Joseph Dom-
inique Errnost Myrand, 'of the cily of Quebec, read and
received: on ‘tho 25!h February,!instant] :praymg for an
exaination of his new* modél of 5 ballet -box, 'be referred
to a Seléet Committee of this ‘House; ‘to tonsist of Messrs,
Bossé, Shakespeare, Royal, White - (Cardwell); Hall, Mae:
master, Laarier, ‘Weldon, Daly;Landry (Kent);: Davies,
Trow, Hagpart, Kuaulbach abd the 'movér, -with instruoc-
tions té examine’ the-merits of the said 'ballet box and
reporl to this House asto the ' expediency of sdopting the
same for Domivien elections, -

Mr. IVES. T rvggest that the nameé "of the hon. member
for Jacques Carticr (Mr. Girouard)be ddded to the Com-
mittee,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.- I suggest that-the name
of the hon. member for Algoma (Mr, Dawson) be added.

Mr, OUIMET. I have no objeetions to add the names
mentioned.

Mr. BLAKE: ‘1 suggest the additionsef the namo of the
hon. member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry).

Mr. OUIMET. 1 may say to those hon. gentlsmen whose
names | have selected ‘Without consultation with them, that
the duty will not involve any great loss of time, as it will
not require more than half an hour or an hour 10 examine
tho wonderfal box, which, as 1 am told, will do away with
at:}lll ballot papers, and evils and mistakes” which ensué from

em.

Mr. MIELS. This mby be a very interesting - invention.
If the hon, gentieman says it does away with bullot papers,
it may be ja~t s8-well that the ballét boxzes should return
candidates as the returning officérs, :

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). ' T hope ‘this invention will
also embritce some arrangement by whieh the ballot boxes
will alwayr darvive in tite, '

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds and-Grenville). I suggest the

addition of the name of the hon., member for East Simcoe
(Mr.Cook). - -

Motion, 43 amended, agrésd to, ~
Mr. Porg,

TREATY BETWEEN GREAT BRITAIN AND "
GERMANY, -

Mr. BLAKE moved for copies of all despatches, and eor-
respondence and reports, not already brought down, on the
subject of a treaty between Great Britain and-Germany
under which immigrants to Canada sbull enjoy the same
immanity on visiting Gefmany as those who have become
American citizens. Also, concerning concessions from the
Prussian and Bavarian Governments to the Allan ‘Canadian
line of steamers as to the agencies.and booking office in
Germany. Also, as to a monthly steamer of the' North
German Lloyds' from Hamburg to Montreal. - Also, as to
the setting apart of a tract of - land for German immigrants
and for Swiss immigraats respectivély. He raid: This
motion is also founded on ‘the’ same report of the
High Commissioner to which I alluded 'a moment
ago. In that report the High Commissioner, after
his visit to the ocontinent, stdted that -one’ of -the
greatest difficulties in procuring iramigration from tho
Germdn Empire was the lack of a treaty such as that which
is mentioned in this notice, and such as we know has been
the subject of discussion for & considerable time; and he
pointed out the importance of.entering as early as possible
upon negotiations with a view to the comsummation of such
a treaty. He also pointed out that concessions Ly the
Prussian and Bavarian Governments to the Aliun line of
steamships, which has local agents in Germ:uny, would be
an important element in securing & large Geiman immigra-
tion; and he also referred to the importance of making an
arrangement for a monthly steamer of the North German
Lloids' from some German poxt to Montreal, He also referred
to the importance of setting aside a tract of land for Ger-
man and Swiss immigrants, respectively, as an elomént to
be taken into a¢eount in considering the question’ of the im-
migration of people from the continent. Bearing in mind
the fact that the hon. gentleman in his special capdcity of
conductor 6f the immigration business of the’ otheér side,
subject to the instructions of the Minister of Agriculture,
has reported on the ¥mportance of taking ‘these steps to
facilitate immigration, and in view of the fact that, in his
general capacity as High Commissioner, the: hon. gentle-
man is charged with the conduct of this clads of negotia-
tions on the other side, I think it is important {6 Know
what steps have actually been taken by him~and by the
Government to carry out these stggestions. "~

Mr. POPE, I may say that-1 believe the Allans are
really. our agents in Enrope, and they are very good agents
3t that, and 'cost us nothing. - -As ©> the other matter
referred to by the hon. gentleman it is very difficult to
bring about. :There may have been some written ' negotia-
tions—TF think there were some verbal communieations, but
whatever there is will be bronght down.

" Mr. BLAKE.- T am glad to know that so much: of the
report made by the High Commissioner has been approved
of by his superior officer.

- Motion agreed to.
POST OFPFICE' AT LEAMINGTON.

Mr. LISTER moved for copies of .all worrespomdence
between the Government and any person or persons respect-
ing the erection of a post office at Leamington, iii the county
of Essex. He said: I wish to say a few words with ‘refer-
ence to this question, 1 may say that it is nearly two y#ars
since the General Election was held in this country, and cer-
tain constituents of the hon. member for Soith Esséx have
represented to me that previous to'the Electiods of [882%ot
only the member for South Ensex (Mr, Wigle) but ihe Tion.
member for North Essex (Mr. Patterson) mised ‘the
people of Leamington that a post office would bs erected
there.” T am aldo "informed" that "as’ no stéps’ towards the
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erection of that post office have yet been taken, the people
of Leamington are naturally anxious to know when the
Government will move in the matter, It is true
Leamington is not a very large place, but if such prom-
ises were made by the hon. gentlemen they were no doubt
made with the sanction of the Government, and the
honour of the Government is pledged to the fulfilment of
those promises. I may say that in looking over the return
of post offices constructed during the last three or four
years, it would seem to me that the promise made by the
hon. members I referred to, does not seem to be an unrea-
sonable one. I find that a post office was erected in Carleton,
N.B,, in 1883, where the total revenue from the Post office,
Customs and Excise office amounted to only $1,652. Carle-
ton, I believe, is represented in this House by a Conserva-
tive member. Lhe cost of the post office in that place was
$16,500. Another post office was erected in Sussex, which,
1 believe, is in the county represented by my hon. friend
from King’s, N.B. I do not know whether it was done to
help him in the elections or not, but I find that it cost
$21,753, and thetotal revenue from the Post office, Kxcise and
Customs amounted to the enormous sum of $2,680. I find
that in the town of Hull a post office was erected, at a cost
of $21,290, the total revenue amounting to $1,798. In the
town of Berlin, a post office was erected at a cost of
$44,600, while the revenue amuunts to $45,000. I believe
my hon, friend for North Waterloo sitting on the opposite
side of the House represents the county in which that
money was expended. A post office was also erected in the
town of Gananogue, in the county represented by another
hon. gentleman on the other side, at a cost of $8,217, while
the annual revenue from that building is $23,567. Port
Hope, which is represented by the hon. member for East
Durham, had a post office erected in 1883 at a cost of $25,912,
while the total revenue amounts to $40,134. I find
also that a post offce was erected at Nanaimo, B.C,, in 1882,
at a cost of $18,994, from which the total revenue is $1,552,
So I repeat, that in view of the fact that these post offices
have been erected throughout the country at that particular
time, just previous to the Elections of 1882, yielding such
revenue as I have named, it was not an unreasonable pro-
mise for these hon, gentlemen to make. 1 think these hon,
gentlemen respectively should get up and say whether
they made such a promise, and if they did, to give reasons,
if they can, why that promise has not been carried out.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). I have great pleasure in
tendering my thanks to the hon. gentleman for the kind
attention he has f)aid to the county of Essex during the
present Session. 1 frust the Government will always give
proper attention to the representations of hon. members of
this House, and that we will have the cordial assistance of
the hon, member for Lambton (Mr. Lister) in securing the
erection of this post office. I am satisfied that if one thing
were wanting in order to secure that building it was the
assistance of the hon. member for West Lambton (Mr.
Lister); and I now appeal to the Minister of Public Works,
in that gentleman’s presence, in the presence of yourself,
Mr. Speaker, and other hon. members, to implement any
iromises he may have made, to give the thriving town of

eamington a public building in the shape of a post office
and Custom house. I may tell the hon gentleman that by
the manner in which he has brought forward certain
matters this Session in connection with the county of Hassex,
he has made himself the tool and the instrument,—

even know the name; and on another occasion he attacked
a respectable gentieman holding a public office in the county,
thoagh he did not know that gentleman’s name. I say that
it has been charged against that gentleman in this House,
and in the press of the vountry that he has been shielded
by the Postmaster-General because he was a Tory politician.
I may say that that unfortunate gentleman never support-
ed me when I was the candidate for the vepresentation of
the whole county, and that I am entirely disinterested in
mentioning this matter, because he does not now reside in
the portion of the county I represent, and never did reside
there. He is not a Tory partizan, and I may say that he is
so respected by the people, that living as he does on the
boundary between the counties of Hssex and Kent,
he has represented in the County Council of Essex
the old Reform township of Mersea, and in the
County Council of Kent, the Reform township of Romney.
That is the man whose character has been attacked because,
by no fault of his, a registered letter was lost—who has been
attacked in this House and in the Reform press of this
country in order o make capital against the Postmaster-
General. Now we have an attack made upon me and my
colleague from Essex, and through us upon other gentlemen
in this House, with respect to a public building at Leaming-
ton. Well, I trust that if there is anything fair or proper
in the proposition of the hon. member for West Lambton,
it will receive attention. I trust that there may bea public
building erected some day at Leamington; and with respect
to promises, I can tell the hon. gentleman that I hold my-
self responsible tothe people of North Essex for any promise
I made there or here or anywhere else. I consider myself as
independent as any man whosits on either side of this House.
Idonot presume to dictate to the Government of the day what
they shall or shall not do, and no member of that Govern-
ment has ever offered to dictate to me what I shall do in
this House or out of it. I am quite satisfied that the hon.,
member for South Hssex has not noticed the attacks the
hon. gentleman made on him because he considered that
the proper manner of treating them was with a conlemptuous
silence. =~ Now, with respect to public buildings at
Leamington, I feel it due to that portion of the county of
Essex, although I have ceased to represent it, to say that
any promise which was made by me or by my colleague,
the hon, member for South Essex, will be faithfully fulfilled
to the letter ; and I tell the hon, gentleman that while I
might have retaliated by bringing up little instances in
which he might have failed to do the duty he owed to his
constituency, I refrain from doing so. I also tell him that
in any matter affecting his comstituency in which I can
honestly and in good faith be of any assistance, I shall for
the sake of my friends in West Lambton be willing
to assist him to the best of my ability. I do not think
that it is to the credit of the hon, gentleman, coming
from a section of country whose interests are not largely
represented in this House, to allow himself to be made
an instrument for the purpose of creating an antagonism
between different localities, instead of doing as we might,
pull together for the common benefit of the people of that
district. I do not know why my hon. friend has chosen to
single out that county or myself for his attacks in this
House. I am not aware that I have ever done anything to
the hon. gentleman to cause him to attack me in the man-
ner he has done during the present Session. I know that
his visits to the county of Hssex have been confined to
those official visits which he has made as Crown Prosecutor,

the unconseious instrument—for the gratification of private . as the paid official of the Attorney General of Ontario, to do

malice. I may

about matters of which he has no personal knowledge.

He has made charges against me in the House, althongh he

said at the time he was making them that he had no per-

sonal knowledge of them. He made a charge against me

With i'eogaxd to a particular harbour of which -he did not
) §

also tell him, that he is talking ' duty which the local ministers oughtto perform, and which
. they pledged themselves in the Local House o perform

when they received their increases of salary; and to
that extent the hon. gentleman has taken the shilling to

, advocate their cause outside of this House, and possibly
Jim it
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Mr. TAYILOR. I wish to correct the hon. gentleman
when he states that the Government built a post office at
Gananogue, and to inform him that such is not the case.

Mr,.COOK. Before this debate closes, I would like to
ask the Government if they are aware that the erection of
a post office in the town of Barrie, in the county of Simcoe,
has been made to do service in several election campaigns.
1 do not suppose for a moment that the Government would
use the pugJ ic money for the purpose of influencing an
eloction; and I am sure that as soon as the attention of the
Minister of Public Works is drawn to the fact, he will
at once put his foot on it and crush out any movement on
the part of any of Lis friends in any constituency to do that
gort of thing. A post office was for many years promised to
the town ot Barrie ; and just before the last Election the hon.,
gentleman representing the constituency in which that town
is located succeeded in inducing the Government to put a sum
in the Hstimates for this purpose. Just before the Election
of 1882, a piece of land was purchased for this post office,
and the Government got & man with a wheelbarrow to com-
mence digging a hole to show the people of Barrie that
they were in earnest about building a post office. They
also had a waggon load or two of brick brought and placed
on the ground. They remained there until the next Elec-
tion for the Local House, When that time arrived it was
noised about that the building was going to be erected im-
mediately, and the consequence was that there were a fow
more loads of brick brought to the ground, and. this time
they succeeded in getting a waggon instead of a wheel-
barrow, and enlarged the hole. But they did not build the
post office. Well, immediately after the election, a petition
was filed against the member (Mr. Phelps), and he was
eventually unseated. In the meantime, the proceedings
stopped, and the second enlargement of the hole did not
take place. But after he was unseated, and an Klection was
about to come on again, they immediately started another

e on the people, to endeavour to make them believe that

) ; it belie :
ey were going to have the post office, and I believe that impute to hon. gen on 0

this time they got half-a-dozen waggons and went to work to
make the hole larger still. But:since the Election I believe
nothing. more has been done. Now I know that after the
attontion of the Minister of Public Works is drawn to this
matter, he will not permit that to be done. He livesin the
Lower Province. It is unfortunate for the people of Barrie
that he does not live in Ontario, because if he did he would
not have allowed that to take place. But the Ministers
from Ontario are censurable for not having noticed it. But
I am glad to say that the people were not hoodwinked the
third time. Barrie being a Conservative town, at the last
Election gave a majority of 6, whereas at a previous
Election it gave a majority of 1568, This shows with what
success efforts are being made to convert it into a Reform
town, and of course hon. gentlemen opposite would not
like that.

Mr, SPEAKER. Before the debate proceeds any further
I would ask the hon. member for NortE Essex to withdraw
the statement he made with regard to the hon. member for
West Lambton havingI taken the shilling to advocate. any-
thing: in this House. I do not think he meant that.

Mr, PAPTERSON (Essez). I did not mean that the hon.:

member took the shilling to advocate anything in thi
1 think. that the nata Tioh f have voosive
from him all this Session, unnecessarily,
Jjustifiable ground, is my excuse,
the Rales-of this House in any
to- you,.Sin,.and. to-the House,
My, PATERBON (Brant). [ desire to take this oppor-
tuwity of sayinga few words on this question whli)gh I
intended addressing to the House on the bringing down of
tHd*Sng&lemmtary Hetimates, but then they may be too
late to have any effect. I do not want to raise an objection-
Mr Partizson (Essex).

and without any
and if I have transgressed
manner, I beg to apologize

provocation which I have received

or to find any fault in particular with buildings that have:
been erected in the constitueneies of hon. gentlemeén oppo-
site. [t is not pleasant, I know, to hon. members to Lave
it cast in their teeth that certain things have been lonein
their favour, but I wish to call the attention of tlie:Govern-
ment to this one point. I myself, I think, first brought
under the notice og’the late Administration the necessity
of giving increased post office accommodation, espe-
cially in towns where there was a large Cnstoms
and revenue service. I pointed out that in the large
cities enormous sums of money were expended in the
erection of very fine and costly buildings, and without
attempting to detract from the architeetural beanty which,
1 think, it is desirable that Government buildings in large
cities should have, in order that they may challenge the
admiration of sérangers, I still hoped that some of the very
great expenditure in those cities might be saved, and- that
the public interest might be served by the erection of public
buildings, not so costly in their natare, in some of the other,
not so large, but very important towns. The leader of the
Government then, although the finances were not in the
best eondition pessible, took the subjeet into’ consideration ;
and after T had brought it-under his notice on onme or twe
‘oceasions, he announced to the House that he had's plan
whereby he intended to give to four or five of the larger
towns which have'since become incorporated as cities the-
benefit of public buildings, and he mentioned the names of
those towns. One was the city of Belleville which
is in the county represented by the hon. Minister of
Customs, and the others were the city of Guelph and the
city of St. Catharines, and the city that is within the borders
of my own county which I have the honour of representing
here, and also the town of Stratford. I merely mention
this point in order that the Government will notice that
'when my hon, friend (Mr. Mackenzie) who then led the
Government, adopted that plan, the Government, in adopt-
ing it, was not influenced by any political considerations at
‘all, and in saying that I desire to do so witliout seeming to
ite that they act solely on
such considerations ; but it is an unfortunate fact in corndo«
‘tion with public buildings erected under their Administra.
tion, that, if I remember aright, there has been no publiv
buildings erected in a riding which happens for tho time
being to be represented by an hon, gentleman on this side,
It is the more difficult for me to understand that they
bave given as full consideration and justice to the
"different municipalities as did my hon. friend (M
'Mackenzie) when I note the fact—a fact upon which I
do not wish- to comment, but which has:been alluded: to: by
‘the hon. member for East Lambton—that many of the:
towns which have got these public buildin T am
not finding fault with that for the present—have not the
amount of public business transacted in them to anything’
like the extent that have other important towns which
were passed over. Tha is the point I wish to bring before
the Government. ¥t does seem to me that while there are
legitimate means whick the Govermment may use to
:strengthon themselves and the hands of their friends, it is:

not a legitimate weapon to use against their opponents
'that public moneys contributed by all the: o of the'
Fcountry should be spent for the benefit of particalsr

‘localities, unless such expenditure be in thepublic interest;
‘and again I repeat, without saying thai the baiMings
erected have not been in the public interest, thut the only
‘way to avoid feelings of —might I say jealousy ?—I may;
-perhaps;. use that ¢ ion—However, I will only say that
if any regard is to be hud for public feshr

‘with respect to -the equitable and fhir distry-
butfort oFec public money: in that directios, the:
'public interest would' hdve been served better if the

public-had been led: to: expect that the towss having the

{ment Business; the'towns contributhip most ¥ the revente;



1884.

OOMMONS DEBATES.

803

were-taken np.in their order, and fhcilities in the way of
public buildings given to them as fhe public finances war-
ranted. That much 1 desire to say preliminary to mention-
inga fact which no doubt has, previous to this, been
brought to the attention of the Government by the Postmaster
General, who has been memorialized, I believe, for the erec-
tion of & public building in the very important town of
Paris which now, thanks to the kindness of my hon. friends
opposite, forms a very important part of my constituency.
y represent.that itisa very largeand very important town,
and, without instituting any invidious comparisons, I might
say more important than many that have been favoured
with these public buildings, I might say that the business
transacted there of all kinds is of greater magnitude than
that transacted in these other towns. I thought that per-
‘haps the hon, Postmaster General would have recognized
this as a very fitting time and a very auspicious opportunity
for manifesting, by & vote in the Supplemerntary, Estimates of
this year for that town, his desire to relieve what I con-
sider has been the unvarying monotony of granting public
buildings to towns and eities wholly represented by hon.
entlemen opposite, in full accord with the Ministry of the
ay. I mention this without desiring to arouse.any feelings
of enmity or hostility on the part of hou. gentlemen oppo-
site, but I do think that in the expenditure of public money
contributed by all the people of the country, we sheuld,
in the matter of the erection of these public buildings, take
the same line of conduct that was uniformly acted up to by
the late Government. If we should do so, I think that in
any further grants that are to be given, the one that has
been already brought to the notice of the Postmaster Gen-
eral cannot but receive favourable consideration at the hands
of the Government.

Mr. HESSON. I am glad that we have ‘had a post office
ereoted in the town of Stritford, and from what I can learn
from hen. gentlemen opposite it was the intention of the
late:Government to have erected a post office there, but un-
fortunately the revenues of the country were not then in a
-condition te warrant such an expenditure. When this Gov-
-ernment found themselves in a position to.do so, they very
wisely adopted the course contemplated by the late Govern-
ment,'and? quite agree with the hon. gentleman that it is
well to take up first those larger towns in which the Cus-
toms, Execise and Post office revenues combined make it desir-
able in the interest of general usefulness that public baild-
ings should he there erected. I am glad to say that in the
town the hon, gentleman referred to, where a post office has
been erected, ﬂ%e revenue is of such a character as to justify
that expenditure, and it is not one of those small towns to
which my hon. friend has referred. In the town of
Btratford the revenue returns of last year gave
Excise $58,000, Customs $42,000, Post ofice $9,000, or a total
revenue of $109,000, and the Government were paying
rent in three different places. I ‘think it was but right
that the Government, under such circumstances, should
take that place into consideration, and the post office erected
there is acredit to the Government of the Dominion, It is
not of that gandy cheap style of architecture of which the
country would be ashamed and ‘which prevailed in the
buildings erected under the late Administration. I do not
believe it would be judicious to erect public buildings in
every small Elace, but when the place is worth such strue-
tures, they should be constructed in amanner worthy of the
Government, and not as erected in Guelph and Braniford in
the.days of the late Administration, '

Mr. FOSTER. Ip reference to the remarks made by the
hon. member for Brant as to the unvarying monotony with
which grants were made to counties represented by friends
of the Administration, I must say that as regards New
Brunswick his remarks are not quite correct; far duri

the present regime grants have been made for post offices in | ings have not been

the county of Carleton which is represented- eert,aig,li not by
a supporter of this Government, in the county of York, which
was not represented by a supporter of this Government,
and in the county of Charlotte, in the town of St. Stephen's,
which was not, and is not, represented by a supporier of
this Government. If the hon. gentleman’s.accuracy .in all
other matters may be measured by his accuraoy in this, the
House will have not a very good impression in regard
to it.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I said I spoke subject to.cor-
rection.

Mr. MACKENZIE. At what place in York was there
any building put up ?

Mr: FOSTER. The post office in the oity of Frederioton:

Mr. MACKENZIE, No, nat by the present Administra-
tion, It was by the previous Administration,

Mr. PATERSON. So the hon. gentleman is inaccurate.

Mr. O'BRIEN. Iam happy to be able to set the mind
of the member for East Simcoe (Mr. Cook) at rest as to the
Barrie post office. T think he has not been there lately,
and has not taken as much trouble as he ought to have
taken to inform himself as to the facts. I find in a Barrie
paper of the 14th February some remarks which I will read
tothe House, T suppose, as a good Reformer, the hon.
gentleman never reads the Conservative paper, and so is
only halt informed as to matters in his own county:

¢ Our Reform friends will not be at all pleased at the viggoronl way
in which the work on the new post office is being pressed. Ever since
Mr. McOarthy first brought the matter before the attention of the Gov-
ernment, they have been in hopes that his efforts wounld be unsuccesstul.
When tenders were called for, it was a mere electioneering dodge, and
the knowledge that the Reformers are an authority on this subject
doubtless }e\f many to believe it. When it was -announced that the ten-
der had actually been granted, we were assured it was bogns. ‘When
the work of excavation was commenced, the Government was just
digging a little hole in which to bury Mr. i“_he‘lps. As soon as the 8leo-
‘tion was over, according to our Reform contemporaiies; whe, of:éourse,
are in Sir John's corfidence, the whole thing would:be pershitied %o fall
through. When the bricks were put upon the ground, they were mere
dabs of clay that would melt at the first-shower. These, ef veurse, were
electioneering tactics whieh the exigeneies of the party required. .But,
when the election was over and the necessity for them ended, one
would think they would cease, But nothing of the kind. 'When the
excavation was stopped by the frost and a dozen men and teams thrown
out of employment, there wasg rejoicing among the Barrie Grits, and Mr.
Phelps was not ashamed to stana up in his place in the House and aagert
that it was stopped because he was elected. ‘But now, whken the #tone
is being delivered and the mallets and chisels of the stone-dtessers are
ringing all day, there is not s word upon the subject, not even a local
line in either of Mr. Phelps’ organs. What ig music to the publie ear
is heard by them with bitterness of spirit.”

Mr. IRVINE. T ought to bo very thankful to the mem-
ber for King’s, New Brunswick (Mr. Foster) for having
referred to Carleton. The hon. gentleman must know very
well that the promise, at all events, if not the contract, was
made by the present Government during the time the conntry
was represented by the late Mr. Connell. I have toremind the
member for King’s that the Government of this country has
done better towards the people of Carleton, New Brunswick,
than he did. Last fall, he delivered a temperance lecture
in the town of Woodstock, and he could not do that without
reminding the fpeople that, if they sent up a petition to-the
Government of Canada numerously signed, “he ‘would use
his influence with the Government to -put an'illiminsted
clock in the tower of that building; but, he said, in return
remember that your duty is to send a ‘manto squoi‘t'the
present Government. Allow me to say that the Lon. gen-
tleman got his deserts; Although it was in aMethodist
meeting-house, he received hisses. That is the pay the
hon. gentleman received.

Mr. IVES. In the absence of my hon. friend from Sher-
braoke (Mr. Hall), I would like to call the attention of the
Government to another kind of grievance sltogether. It

seems to be the practice here 10 complain that public byild-
erécted iri towns gfa;certamj i P:x:a “Now,
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as a citizen of Sherbrooke, I fhavej to complain that public
buildings have been erected there, that is to say, they have
been commenced, and the progress of construction has been
continued so long that,if they are not finished soon,the people
will really not be grateful when they are completed. I do
not think the Government are doing this intentionally for
the purpose of influencing the electors of Sherbrooke,
because 1t is well known all over the Dominion that the
people of Sherbrooke are the most uniformly sensible people
that exist in the Dominion of Canada. They cannot be
endeavouring to make better Conservatives of the Sher-
brooke people than they now are; but, badinage aside, I
think it has been almost as bad to have a public building
erected in Sherbrooke as to have it not commenced at all.
That building, which should not have cost more than
$25,000—I do not know what it cost—and which is & building
of the kind that our people are in the habit of putting up in
six months, has been going on for two years. The principal
street of the city of Sherbrooke has been filled with lumber
and material and stone and rock for two years. The build-
ing is pot now completed. The progress is very slow
indeed, if anything is being done, and, unless the hon.
Minister takes hold of the matter with that promptness for
which he is noted, it will be two years still before the public
will have any advantage from that building, or will be
relieved from the nuisance of having the principal street of
the city obstructed with rubbish and brick and material
unnecessarily. For my part, I do not want a public building
built in Richmond if it is going to take two or three years
to complete a building such as the people themselves would
complete in six months. Our people do not take long in
putting up a building of that kind, and they have an idea
that the Minister of Public Works, when he undertakes to
do a thing, does it promptly; and I can tell him that his
reputation is suffering sadly in our part of the country from
the manner in which the contract for the public building in
-Sherbrooke is being dawdled over. -

Mr. KIRK., As this is a.question in which s0 many mem-
bers seem to be interested, it might be well for me to bring
to the attention of the hon. Minister of Public Works the
fact that I have presented a pétition from the town of
Guysboro’ asking for the erection of public buildings in that
town. I am not going to complain that the present Govern-
ment or any Government have not done their daty in regard
to erecting public building in towns, as far as Nova Scotia
is concerned, because I think not only the late but the pre-
sent Government have done their duty admirably in that
regard. There are many towns in Nova Scotia where they
have public bnildings that do credit to the Government
who erected them, but we have other towns that require
those buildings, and the town of Guysboro’ is one of them.
I hope the hon. Minister of Public Works, when he brings
down his Supplementary Estimates,will pay attention to the
petition presented to him, asking for & sum of money to
erect buildings there, and will place a sum of money-in the
Estimates for that purpose.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Asthe hon. Minister
seems to be in an unusually receptive mood, I would eall
the attention of the Fiurst Minister to the extreme desir-
ability of redeeming certain promises made in his name
touching the erection of a post office and custom house in
"the town of Napanee. Iam not prepared to say that he
made them, but I am prepared to say tgey were made for
him—at least I was so assured by & great number of very
highly respectable citizens of Napanee, who supported
him. Now, Sir, it is rather hard that the people of
Lennox, and the citizens of Napanee should lose both the
First Minister and the Custom house, and I hope that
justice will be done them, '

Mr. ALLEN. I think the Government is justified in erect-
‘ing lilrﬂdings in any town where they are required. Now,

. AVES.

Sir, I believe that in no town in the Provinee or in the
Dominion can an investment be made to better advantage,
in the way of public buildings, than in the town of Owen
Sound. At the present time we pay rent for a post office,
we pay rent for a Custom house, and for the office of
Inland Revenue. I believe if the Government were to
spend a reasonable amount in putting up public buildings
there it would pay good interest on the capital invested, I
would recommend the Government to take this matter into
their serious consideration, and I hope they will see their
way clear to make an appropriation for that purpose.

Mr. MULOCK. Asa number of hon. gentlemen are mak-
ing suggestions in the public interest I would take the
opportunity of making one if I have correctly construed
the principle on which these public buildings are erected.
My hou. friend beside me (Mr. McIsaac) tells me that a
public building was erected in his county for some purpose
but that it did not accomplish that purpose. Now that is
unfortunate. He has been returned as an opponent to the
Government in this House. I would therefore suggest that
in future these public buildings should be placed on wheels
80 that they could be removed from place to place in case
they do not serve the purpose for which they were
erected.

Mr. McISAAC. 1 hardly feel obliged to my hon. friend
beside me for making a reference to the building in my
county. He asked me whether there was any building in
my county about which I had any complaint to make, and [
told bim that I was fortunate in that a building was
purchased there in 1381 and converted into a public
building. But I have this to complain of, that the building
is not yet finished. I had nothing to do with it. It was
my opponent who, in the interest of the county, I pre-
sume, and particularly in his* own interest, carried on
negotiations with the Government for securing that build-
ing. That building was purchased in 1881, and somewhat
over $5,000 have been voted in two instalments since, but I
am sorry to say that it remains in pretty much the same
condition it was at first. It may be finished by this time
althongh that is rather a long time to finish sach a
building. It is about in the same condition as the building
referred to by the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe
(Mr. Ives). During the past two summers a load of brick
has been hauled on to the spot every month or two, and a
load of sand in another month, just enough to say that
the work is going on. I hope mno further time
will be lost. I call upon the Minister of Pablic Works to
see that it is finished immediately ; and I may tell him also
that the plans according to which portions of the building
are fitted, are anything but satisfactory. ~ The
result is entirely too small, and there are other
arrangements which are unsatisfactory for county purposes,
and I consider it a great pity that so much public money
should be expended in the way it has been. It might be
ex;l))ended to better advantage to the county, and, perhaps,
to better advantage to the gentleman who had the superin-
tendence of the expenditure—that is my oponent at the last
election. I do not know whether it has done him any good.
I have nothing to say against the gentleman. However, he
did not happen tocome here. 1 see by the return referred to
by the mover of this motion that large sums have been
expended on public buildings in counties where the revenue
was not nearly as large as in my county; and I hope
the Minister of Public Works will take means to ascer-
tain how this work is being dome, and that if further
money is voted, and it ought to be voted, it will be more
properly expended than the money voted in the past. Itco
by the papers brought down the other day, that the warden
of the county was in correspondence with the Minister of
Public Works but received no reply. Two or three

rooms in the building were offered for county purposes
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and the warden wrote to the Minister of Public Works to
find out the terms on which the county should have the use
of these rooms. This was over a year ago, and he has had
no reply. I am not censuring the Minister of Pablic Works.
I am glad that so much money has been expended there,
because if the principle that has been insinuated guides the
Government in the expenditure on public buildings, I am
very glad that I happen to be an exception, and that over
$5,000 have been spent in a county which sent an opponent
of the Government to this House.

Mr. DAVIES. I have no complaint to make that a pub-
lic building has not been erected in my county town, but I
complain that the Government, having had a first class
building handed over to them, have managed to burn it
down. A few years ago a building was handed over to the
Government as a public building, It was roofed with slate
and was well protected against fire, The workmen were
demanding a National Policy, there were plenty of men out
of employment, and in order to give them employment—so
it was rumoured—the slates were positively removed frora
this building and replaced by wooden shingles. The Gov-
ernment were warned at the time that the result would be,
in case a fire took place in that wooden town, that these
wooden shingles would probably cateh and burn the whole

~ building down ; but it was necessary to givo employment to
the unemployed st the time, and they went through what
seems to be the ridiculous farce of removing slates and put-
ting on wood. The other day a fire took place; the south
side of the squarv was destroyed, and just as predicted the !
sparks flew over and caught these wooden shingles and the
whole building, costing the Government $75,000, was des-
troyed.

Mr, FARROW. This question has taken a very wide
range. I supposel represent a riding as important as any
other riding represented in this House, and it is in a county
a8 important as any other county in the Province of Onta-
rio. I do not rise to make a charge against the Govern-
ment, but I do rise to make a charge against the hon. mem-
ber for Southe Huron (Sir Richard Cartwright). It is not
the first time he has risen in this House to belittle his own
riding, and I am very sorry for it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Ezxplain.

. Mr. FARROW. I will before I finish. Isay our county
is second to no county in the Province of Ontario, and the
other night my hoa. friend had not a good word for his own
riding,which is in that county, and to-day what does hedo ?
When this discussion is going on, when he might have put
in a good word for the town of Seaforth where they have no
post office, what does he do? Why, Mr. Speaker, he says
that the Government ought to build a post office in Napanoe,
I think it would have been well, and I say it in all good
nature and advisedly, if the hon. member for South Huron
(Sir Richard Cartwright) had put in a word for Seaforth,
Hixeter and Goderich. Those places are represented by what
they call Grits, but I feel an interest in those places. The
town of Wingham, which is in my riding, I hope will not be
overlooked, ~Although I am constantly spoken of as having
been an ardeut supporter of the Government for a greal
many years—a fact which Ido not deny, for I am proud of
lt—yet they have overlooked this nice little town, but I
hope when it has grown a little lavger we shall have & Gov-
:;nment post office and Custom house combined, erected
ere,

Mr. VAIL. I desire to take this opportunity of sayin
that there is an important town in pt}l)x(:; coun{y' whics;x %
represent. A few days ago I received a letter from the
inh abitants of Digby, asking me how they should proceed
to bring the subject of public buildings before the Minister
of Public Works, and whether it was necessary to forward

that I was quite sure the Minister would take the matter
into consideration, and if he were disposed to build post offices
in any towns in Nova Scotia, the claims of Digby would be
among the first considered. W hen the petition is forwarded
I hope the hon. gentleman will consider the claim put for-
wanf, and it he will enquire into the necessities he will find
they are great, Digby has no public buildings of any kind,
and it is a place deserving of some Govcrnment buildings.

Mr. GORDON. The remarks made by the mover
of the motion with respect to the Nanaimo post office leads
me to offer a few observations in regard to that building. It
has been stated that the post office revenue was only $1,500,
and that the expenditure on the building was over $19,000.
That statement is calculated to mislead the Houso, and if
the Government were expending $19,000 for $1,600 revenue,
I would not support their action. What are the facts ? The
post office building at Nanaimo is intended to accommodate
the Customs, Savings Bank, Post Office and Telegraph Office,
and Internal Revenne Office. The Customs revenue last year
amounted to over $34,000. I do not know what therevenue
from the other brauches amount to. I think the Govern-
ment are perfectly justified in erecting such a building as
will provide security for the books and documents of the
various departments, These branches were formerly accom-
modaled in wooden buildings, which were liable to be
destroyed by fire at any time; the greaent building is, how-
over, fireproof, and I think the Government were fully
justified in erecting a building that will afford security to
their various offices at Nanaimo.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). One of the complaints made
by the mover of the resolution was, thut the Public Works
Department had constructed too many post offices in the
country. That is not the complaint I have to make; my
complaint is that they have not built a sufficient number.
When the hon. Minister of Public Works comes to consider
the question of providing for an increase of those valuable
adjuncts in connection with the collection of public revenue,
I hope he will take into his favourable consideration the
claims of the town of Pembroke, in my constituency, a
town of very considerable importance, where a very large
amount of revenue is collected. I take this opportunity
of drawing the attention of the hon. Minister to its claims,
and 1 venture to oxpress the hope that when the
Supplementary Estimates are submitted, it will be
found that its claims have been recoguized.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. member for Ren-
frew (Mr. White) has already called my attention to the
wants of the town of Pembroke, and of course those wants
will have to be considerod and weighed well; but I am not
in a position to stg' what the Government may do regarding
the bnildings at Nanaimo. I eonld not exactly hear what
the hon. member (Mr. Gordon) said, but may say
that [ think we have done what is required at present, If
the town grows by the opening of the railway, which I
suppose will be the case, of course, its wants will be greater,
and the Government can afford to farther consider its claims.
The hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail) has called my atten-
tion to the town of Digby. I do not think I have yet
recoived the petition of which he spoke, but I chall have
great pleasure in receiving it and rubmitting it to my col-
leagues. The hon. member for East Huron (Mr, Farrow)
has called my attention to the requirements in his riding.
1t is a very important constituency, no doubt, and requires
the consideration of Parliament, which, no doubt, it will
receive in dae time. The hon. member for Queen’s, Prince
Edward Island (Mr., Davies) has spoken of the building at
Charlottetown, which he nearly accused us of having
burnt down. I think the hon, gentleman will remember
that—though if he did know it, I do not think he would
have spoken as he did~—when the roof was removed, it was

& petition. - I told them to send a petition by all means, and

J done in accordance with a report made by the architects
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who were instructed to examine as to the cendition of the
building, The recommendation of my officers was to put
on the roof as it had been built; and if it has contributed to
the burning down of the building, I am very sorry, but it is
not the only building with such a roof in thriving Char-
lottetown. The building will have to come down, and there
will no doubt be an item in tho Estimates to re-erect a build-
ing there, The hon. member for North Grey (Mr. Allen)
has called attention to the claims of Owen Sound. That is
a'familiar name to the Government. I think we have done
a great deal for that place by way of harbour improvements,

and no doubt the hon, gentieman will see that we cannot do|

everything at every place; we must do something at
one place and afterwards do something at another
place, Therefore, I think the erection of a public
building may remain in abeyance until we see what
the . improvements in the harbour bring forth. As to
Napanee, all I can say is, that so far as I am concerned
this is the first time I have heard ot & publie building bsing
specially required there. The ex-Finance Minister has
called the attention of the Houso to that place, which is a
very important town no doubt, and it will be placed on the
list of names of those places where public buildings are asked.
I cannot say more than that. As to Guysboro’, this is the
first time that my attention has.been called to it. My hon,
friend from Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) has called
attention to the delay in the erection ot the public buildings
at Sherbrooke. He is perfectly right in saying that the
delay is very great. The reason for that delay is the fact
that according to law if we call for tenders we have to accept
the lowest who complics with the conditions and specifica-
tions of the Doypartment. That system is one which has
boen followed ior msny years, though it has bocn found
faulty by the several Ministers who huve occupied the
position-that I occupy to-day. But it is provided for by an
Aot of Parliament, and I suppose each Minister has hesitated
in asking for more powers than the Aot gives. There
would beless delay if we could follow the rule which pre-
vails in spome other countries, where the Chief Engineer,
.or other officer, makes calculations and estimates of
the work to be done—makes the specifications.
they call in some contractor who is known to be a
good contractor, who has done work for the Grovernment,
and who has fualfilled his contracts well. e is asked if he
will execute tho work at the price mentioned by the en-
gineer. The contract is made with such a contractor as
that, and the Government is sure that they have a good
contractor, and that the price is sufficient to complete the
building and leave a profit to the contractor, Under the
law we are obliged to accept the lowest tender, and the re-
sult is sometimes as we find it in this case, that the contrac-
tor breaks down after & cortain time, and we have 1o take
the work off his hands. This necessitates the making of
new estimates and .specifications for - the remainder of
the work. My hon. friend may rest assured, how-
ever, that my Department is pushing and will push
that work to completion in as short & time as possible. The
hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson) has spoken on the
.subject in a kind way, I must say, for he did not cast any

reproach on the Department, but he thought that perhaps-

some of the buildings erected from time to time, not in the
- lagrge towns, might be perhaps a .little costly. The hon.
~.gentleman must remember, however, that when you have
1o.put.a
~.office, & Weights and Measures Office, and sometimes an
_.examining warehouse under the same roof, you must have a
~ Jarge building; you -want to make it a gubstantial building,
. and,. therefore, it will cost more money than you sometimes
‘might desire. At the same time, I do not think there has been

Aany.extravagence in those places. The buildings sre about |

-.the:same now. a8 when they were ereated under the previous

Goverament, snd under the Government which preceded |

LANGEVIN.

Then.

st office, & Custom house, an Inland Revenue.

them. My attention has been called to the same subject by
another hon. member, and I called the attention of the Chief
Architect especially to it, in order that be might reduce as
much as possible the expense without impairing the appear-
ance of the building or destroying its usefulness. The
hon. gentleman may rest sssured, therefore, that the
matter has not escaped my attention. The hon. member
for Simocoe (Mr. Cook) has spoken in a very amusing way
about wheel-barrows, carts, &. These thi may be
known to him but they are not known to my Department.
We had a site secured for the erection of the building, we
gave the contract after calling for tenders, and the con-
tractor is going on with the work. I am informed by my
officers that the work is being proceeded with with ail due
diligence, and that the building, when completed, will be
a substantial building, one which would be & credit to the
place and to the Department. Now that I have answered
as fully as I can the remarks made by the different hon,

entlemen on both sides of the House, let me say to the
gon. mover of this motion, that aithough two members for
the county of Essex have spoken to me more than once
with regard to this matter, of a post office at Leamington,
there is no correspondence of any kind, and I would suggest
that under these circumstances he should withdraw the
motion.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. gentleman fergot
to say what estimate he would put in for Paris.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Paris is such a large place,
and would require such a nice building, that I am not in &
position to answer the hon. gentleman just now. He will
have to wait for the Supplementary Estimates, and if he
finds anything there he will be rejoiced, and if not I will be

-sorry with him.

Mr, MACKENZIE. Does the hon, gentleman say that
he remembers nothing of any representations to him about
Napanee ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEYVYIN. None that I remember.

Mr. BLAKE, We all know what an active memory the
hon. gentleman has; we know how much he is master of
the affairs of his Department; and I am convinced, Sir, that
his memory on this occasion played him false. The hon.
gontleman 18 an accessible man, he is courtecus, he-does not
frown down those who approach him on public questions,
and I am sure the first Minister was not afraid, he was
not under any apprebension which would prevent him
approaching the Miuister of Public Works and asking him
to make good those promises, which, if not made by him
were made in his name, to the electors of Lennox, in con-
nection with a post office in Napanee. Therefore, I am
convinced that the first Minister must have represented to
the Minister of Public Works rgfeatedly., must have told
him time and again, and yet the Minister remembers noth-
ing about it. :

Bir JOHN A, MACDONALD. The hon. gentloman is
convinced that representations must have been made to my
hon. friend, and that he has forgotten them—that hLis usual
acouracy of memory has failed him, The hon, gentleman
says he is convineced this is the case, which only shows that
he may be convinced, or profess to be convinced, and all
the same be in error. The truth of the matter ‘is, that I
heard very little, if anything about a post office or Custom
house during my election campaign. -On the contrary, we
heard that we should have our public buildings ocoupied
by way of rental—that they shourd he rentod still, becaunse
the person who rented the building was either a widow or
daughter of the former propristor, and her only mesans of
subsistance was the rent of the bunilding. So I never pressed
that matter on my hon. friend. I must say that the Gov-
ernment is in ap unhappy ocondition about all these post
offices, There is no pleasing hon. gentlemen, If s publio
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puilding is- erected in a constitnency represented by a-
Ministerial supporter, it is stated that he is
affeoted by getting this building—that it is placed there for
s purpose. Ifa building is erected in a county which is
represented by an hon. gentleman opposite, then hon.
ﬁegﬂemen, like the kon. member for York says, here is a:

uilding:like the one in the county of Antigonish, which is |

built for the purpose of bribing the people to vote against
the present member, So that there 18 nopleasing them any
way. If we bmld apost office in a constitnency. of a. Minis-:
terial supporter, then it issaid that itis. built for the purpose
of nz_xdn(l{y gratifying him, or bribing his-constituency. If
we build at a place which is represented by an oppeneut,
then we are told that it is for the corrupt. purpose oi stealing
away his constitueney from him,

Mr, LISTER. I wish to say, in reply to the hon. mem-
ber for North Essex, that when I introduced: this. subject, I
had no idea_at all that it was going to provoke the dis-
oussion (it has, or perbaps I should have been deterred
trom bringing it before the'House at all. I wonld simply
say to that hon. gentleman and to the hon. member for South-
Essex, that while they are representatives in Parliament
they do not certainly represent the great proportion of the
community, Those: le have a perfect right to bring
their grievances before this House by any means they think
geropyr, and they have thought proper to bring this matter

fore the House through me.. Now, I desire to assure the
hon. member for South Essex that I' have now, as I always
have had, feelings of the greatest persenal kindness towards
himself. I should be sorry to say anything that would
wound his feelings on this or any other sabject. But if he
thinks proper to take exception to what I eay in the dis-
charge of & public duty, I can say nothing as to that, I

think the hon, gentleman, however, did not do credit to him- |.

self in referring to me in the way he did. As he has with-
drawn those words, perhaps I need not say anything further
about them, But'he made an attack on Mr. Mowat, because
Mr. Mowat, not being able to attend two Assizes at the same'
time, thought proper to appoint me Crown: Counsel in: the
county of Esgex, and Lhope I discharged the duties devoly-
ing upon me there faithfully to the Government and to the
public. The reference which the hon, gentleman made to
me in that regard was unworthy of him, and when he
reflects upon it [ am sure he will think so himself. Now,
I made no complaint against the hon. members for Essex or
against the Government ; I simply asked for information. 1
asked thosehon. gentlemen to say whether it was true or not
that they had promised the people of South Essex that thote
buildings would be erected. The hon. member for North.
Hssex, while he was willing to reply, said that the hon.
member for South Essex would treat my words with con:
tempt. It is somewbat extraordinary to me that the hon,
member for North Essex should have thought proper to
reply himself. I asked this question, and it has not been
answered ; the hon. gentleman has not stated whether he
made this promise or not, If he did, he should frankly say
that he did ; and if he did not, he should contradict that
statement. I can only repeat that I have found no fault at
all with. the construction of this post office, but I mentioned:
the fuct of these post offices having been built at these small
pleoes'as evidence that thestatement which hasbeen made had

something reasonable about jt. In the town of Sarnia, where }
I have the honour to reside, the Customs receipts last year |
amounted to $94,646, and the place has some 6,100 inhabi- |

tants. In addition to that, we have Post Office receipts and
Inland Revenue receipts; and yet the publio offices in that.
town are a disgrace to the country. But, strange to say, a
plsoe. with-no more than: 500 inhabitants, and yielding an
annusl revenue: of enly $1,600, can have public buildings.
eracted, while -and: pr us business towns in the

oowtry sve deaied them: P think'it is the duty of the Gov. |

] town of Sarnia is entitled to a post office.

ernment to adopt a general principle for the erection.of
 public buildings where the business done requires them,
'because otherwise the Government lay themselves open to
suspicion, if suspicion only, that they are putting up- build-
‘ings in these small places for the purpose of purchasing the.
constituencies.

Mr. WIGLE. [ ocannotsit quietly and allow the state.
ments made by the hon, member for Lambton to pass with-
out notice. It appears from what he has just seid, that the
Well, ifthe hon.
 gentleman will look  more after the interest of West
| Lambton and allow South Essex to look after itself, he
would be better serving tho interests of his own constituents
. The people of South Essex are perfectly satisfied with their
| representative, but it appears that the hon. gentleman canuot
find anything wrong in West Lambton, and Le goes fishing
‘about t{e country. He first took up the question of the
.Oolchester lighthouse, and he could not find anything wrong
'there. Then he took up the Morrisburg post office, and- He
did not find anything wrong there Then he went to: the
. Kinggsville harbour, and he found it was-all right. Then he-
went to the Wheatley post office, and tried to insinuate that
Mr. Fox, the postmaster, was not the kind of mean he
should be; and tlie very same correspondent who wrote to
the Lion. gentleman, sent a letter to the: Globe newspaper
stating that the Wheatley postmaster had lost & registered:
letter containing $500, whereas we found out that it was
‘less than $100; and that the pestmaster said, “ as scon as I
find that the letter is lost, I will pay the money,” and he
paid it. :

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member is referring to a
former debate,

Mr, WIGLE. I will leave that matter, then. I have.
said all 1 care about saying in: reference to:it, at any rate.
| Now, Sir, the hon, gentleman makes a: motion for dertain:
‘papers regarding the Leamington post office. Well, Leam-
1ugtan. is not alarge village, but it is. a place where & great
deal of business is done and it probably ought to have a

t office. 1 have always urged on the Government to

uild a post office there, but it has not yet besn bunilt.. I
hope that when the village grows a little larger, it will gel
a post office, and [ am eatisfied that when it is entitled to
one, the Government will give it a post office. I am res-
ponsible for the acts of the Government in South Hssex,. and
- the people of South Hssex are satisfied; and I say that [
‘never promised South Hssex a public institation of any
:tind in any election I ran in that constitnency. I am per-
fectly independent, and I think the people of South Essex
L will not thank the hon. gentleman for poking his nose into
‘that connty. If the hon. gentleman wants any informa-
-tion with reference to that county, he can get it at any
time by asking its representatives ; and if he wants us to
-assist him in promoting the interest of his constituency,.all
:He has to do isto come to. us and say g0, and we will be
:happy to assist him. But if he keeps fishing around, as he
Kas done in South Essex, the people of that district will not
‘think a8 much of him as they have hitherto done.

Motien withdrawn,

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY FREIGHT CHARGES.

Mr. INNES moved for statement of the amount of freight
‘charges of the Intercolonial Railway against tlie London-
‘derry Steel Works of Nova Scotia, for each of the years:
1879 to: 1883, inclusive; the amount paid on aecount thereof
in-each of such years, with dates of payment; the amount.

‘remaining due in respect of each of such years, and the

‘securily therefor, with cupive:of all eorrespondenee aw: to-
suuhy ArTORTS. -
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Mr. DAVIES moved that the motion be amended by
adding the following words: “ Also, statement of any special
freight charges of the Intercolonial Railway allowed to the
Spring Hill Mines Coal Company for the carringe of coal
from the Spring Hill Mines to Montreal, also the ordinary
freight charges of the said railway for coal, fish and agri-
cultural products from the principal stations on the Salg
railway in New Brunswick and Nova Scotia to Montreal.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

ST. CROIX COTTON FACTORY.

Mr. INNES moved for a statement showing the value of
machinery imported for the St. Croix cotton factory at
St. Stephen’s, N.B., the date of import, the amount of
duties chargeable on the same, the amount paid and the
amount still due and the security held therefor, and copies
of all correspondence on the subject.

Mr. BOWELL. I would like the hon. gentleman to
inform the House what object he has in moving for these
papers. 1 am not aware there is anything peculiar in the
importation of machinery or the collection of duties in
connegtion with the 8t. Croix cotton factory any more than
there is with any other factory in the Dominion. If there
is anything wrong, I should like to know what it-is, and I
am gure the House would be glad to know the facts con-
neoted with it.

Mr. INNES. The papers will show that., Whai I wish
to know and what the House wishes to know, is, whether
this factory is indebted to the Government for duties.

Mr. WELDON. The statement of the affairs of that
Company some time ago showed that a large amount of
money was due the Government for duty. Ifthat is the
case, we wish to know whether the Government have
taken a first lien on the factory and claim priority, as the
:léon. Minister of Finance did in the case of the Exchange

ank, :

Mr. BOWELL. I have noknowledge of the statement
referred to. No instructions wereissued to give that cotton
faclory any advantage in connection with the payment of
duties upon the machinery they imported, other than given
any other similar company in the country. Of course the
hon. gentleman will understand I am not questioning the
veracity of what he says, but I have no knowledge of the
settlement of which he speaks. The practice that has been
in vogue in connection with the importation of machinery
for any of these establishments has been this: They have
been allowed to bring in the machinery to place in their
mills. It goes in piecemeal, but after it is placed they are
asked to pay the duty before operations are allowed to begin.
That is the practice that has been carried out in connection
with the Montreal factories, and not only cotton but other
factories throughout the country, as well. If there has been
anything remiss in the collection of duties down there, it
has not been through any instructions given from the
Department,

Mr. BLAKE. It is quite clear there has been very serious
remissness, for I have been given a copy of the statement
of the affairsof that company, which has been in operation
for a congiderable time, and in that statement there is an
indebtedness o the Dominion Government for Customs duty
on machinery, to the amount, if I remember aright, of some-
thing over $30,000. If it bethe case thatthe invariable instruc.
tions of the Department have been to allow the machinery
to be first set up as it goes in piecemeal, and then to insist
on the payment of duty before operations begin, it is clear
there has been a violation of those instructions, on the pre-
senl occasion, of & very serious character. I assume the
Government has a lien of fn'iority' for those duties ; per-
baps the hon. gentleman will inform me if that be so, It is

Mr, Invma,

clear that if persons have lent money on mortgage on the
the factory, or have become its creditors generally, and
afterwards find that the Government have a superior lien
on the property, innocent persons may be very much
embarrassed, and the indulgence of the hon. gentleman’s
officer may add to the distress occasioned to the people by
the unfortunate failures that have cropped up throughout
the country. ‘

Mr. BOWELL. There is no question as to the lien the
Government holds on all property brought into the country,
on which duty has not been paid. That has been settled
lately in a suit instituted in Montreal, I can inform the hon.
leader of the Opposition that it is just possible that por-
tions of the machinery may have been imported and not
used, that a number of looms may have been placed in the
mill and never yet used, and the delay in collecting the
duties may have arisen from that fict. In some cases that
fact has been called to my attention when I asked why the
full amount had not been collected. Acting on instructions
to collect the duties before operations commenced in the
different mills, these may have been allowed to remain
standing for too long a time.

Motion agreed to.

“A” “B” AND «C” BATTERIES,

Mr. CAMERON (Middlesex) moved for a return show"
ing the number of officers, non-commissioned officers and
men at present comprising “A”, “B” and “C” Batteries,
the Cavalry School and the Schools of Infaniry; also,
return giving the names of the commissioned offisers of “A”,
“B” and “C” Batteries, the Cavalry School and the three
Infantry Schools, distinguishing such as are graduates of
the Royal Military College; also, the dates of appointment
of each, and the date of their commissions in the Militia;
also, showing their previous service, and their qualifications.

Mr. WELDON moved in amendment that the following
words be added to the motion: ¢ And from what Provinces
they respectively come.”

Motion, as amended, agreed to.
It being Six o’clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. FORTIN. Mr, Speaker, before this House proceeds
with the business of the evening, 1 would like to make some
explanation relating to part of a speech made last Monday
by the hon. member for South Lanark (Mr. Haggart). My
remarks will be in the shape of a personal explanation.
During the said speech, the hon. member pronounced the
following astounding words. The hon. gentleman, it ap-
pears, wanted to pay a great compliment to the discipline
that was carried on -on board a vessel which I had the honour
to command for sixteen years, in the Gulf of St. Lawrence,
but we will see whether he carried out his purpose. The
hon. gentleman said :

‘Let me make & comparison between the state of efficiency of the
Militia of this country and that of our Navy. A few moments ago I
observed Commander Fortin in his seat. Let us see how men in the navy
bave learned that the first duty is obedience. When an order comes
fiom a superior they at once obey it. On one of the little excursions
down the River Bi. Lawrence, Commander Fortin, of the Canadian
Navy, was on board. While going down the the river, the’men had a
line run out aft for the purpose of catchiig fish. They hooked a por-
poise. On hauling it on board the steamer, Commander Fortin gaid it
was & shark. The men all thought it was a porpoise. But the Com-<
mander said it was a shark ; and ever from that day to this, wherever
the broad pennant of the Canadian Navy floats, a porpoiss is known as

& shark.” .
Well, now, Mr. Speaker, there is no donbt that this artiole
is—1 do not know whether the word ludicrous is a proper

word ; Ushould say in French préte d rire rather than any-

 thing else. Let me explain that the hon. gentlemsn has
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made soveral errors. First, I was not on board of a steamer,
The vessel that I had the honour to command was & sailing
vessel, built after the celebrated America, now owned by
General Batler, perbaps the finest vessel in the world. A
picture of La Canadienne can be seen in the library of this
Parliament, and I may be allowed to-say, having been her
Commander for so long, and having found the vessel such a
faithful friend, that the tallress of her masts, the great
spread of her wide sails, and her fine lines, made her very
fit for the service which she performed—a diffi-
cult and important service, the service which was com-
posed of craising all the time, day and night, to protect the
fisheries, and to prevent evil-doers from doing evil. Now,
Mr. Speaker, it is not of the vessel that I wish to speak. It
is of its officers and its crew and of myself, because, in those
few words, we are attacked; we are attacked not violently,
perhaps not willingly, but, Mr. Speaker, we are attacked in
our honour, The officers and the men that I had the honour
to command were submitted to the same discipline as on
board of men-of:-war—if there was a difference, it was more
strict—and those men understood what honour was, what
duty was, what truth was, and, when those men were
commanded to do a duty, day or night, in good
weather or bad weather, they went to work and
obeyed without reluctance in any way. Now, it
is I who am specially attacked in this speech, and
the people of this country, and perhaps the people of other
countries where the speech of the hon. gentleman may be
read, will suppose that I do not know the difference
between a porpoise and a shark. Sir, I hold in my hand,
printed reports for thirteen years in which reports I have
described minutely eighty-three species of marine animals
and fishes, and I think that hon. gentlemen and the public
generally who know how long and hard I worked in
describing these fishes, will believe that I can make a dis-
tinction between a porpoise and a shark. Now, Sir, as
regards the discipline on the vessel which the hon. gentle-
man made the subject of his remarks. I will repeat, there
was rigid discipline on board, and the men had great
regard for truth and honour, and all the qualities of
gentlemen. I think if I had been in the place
of the hon. gentleman who spoke, and wanted to prove
that there was good discipline among the sailors and that
they were men of truth and honour, 1 would have contented
myself with saying that the Commander, while in a state, I
may say, of distractedness, saw a porpoise being haunled on
board his vessel and he called it a shark, and asked his men
and officers to call it a shark too; and I would have said
that the men and "the officers, out of regard for truth and
honour, said it was not a shark but a porpoise. That is what
the-hon. géntleman might have said. 1 do not wish to
speak at length on this subject. I rose not only to defend
mysoelf but to defend the officers and men who served under
me for thirteen years—men whodid their duty to their country
under the flag which floated over their heads; men who did
“their duty in time of peace and who would have done their
duty as well in time of war ; men who would have stood to
therr guns and defended the flag of this country as their fore-

fathers did before them. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I have
said enough, first to prove thatthe remark of the hon. |
member was altogether erroneous, and that if those
who in this House or in the country, wish to sneer at |
the old Commander of La Canadienne and her officers
and sailors, let them first go round the Gulf of the St. Law-
rence and question the mariners who have seen us, and the
fishermen who received help from us, as to the manner in
which we performed our duty. I might also appeal to that
hon. gentleman‘nnder whom I then served, and who is now
a member of this House, when he was Minister of Marine
and Fisheries, I was ordered to go and report myself to
the then newly appointed Minister of Marine the moment
Coafeiiar;hon took place, and I went up the River Mirami-

chi amongst strangers to me and to my men; and I would
like that hon. gentleman who has seen us at work, to be
pleased to tell this House and the country how we performed
our duty.

Mr. HAGGART. Before the House passes to the next
item on tlre paper, I wish to make a few explanations to my
hon. friend—personal explanations to Commodore Fortin a8
a question of privilege. I may state to my hon. friend
that I had not the slightest intention in the world of
saying anything uncomplimentary to him in the remarks
which I made in the House the other evening—far
less had I any intention to say anything uncompli-
mentary to the officers and men of La Canadienne.
I said, in ali seriousness, what [ said at that time,
that I believed that their efficiency was undoubted, that &
state of discipline existed which was complimentary to the
Commodore and to the officers under him. If I madea
statement about a little incident which occurred when the
Commodore was passing down the Gulf, I did not do it of
my own self; it was a common report I heard from several
hon. gentlemen in this House. My authority for the state-
ment was the hon. gentleman for Restigouche (Mr. Moffat),
and I asked him to-day whether the statement he made was
true or not, and he told me he had the information directly
from the Lieatenant who commanded the vessel, Lieutenant
Tétu. I am sure any hon. gentleman who heard me speak-
ing on the motion the other evening, knows perfectly that I
had not the slightest intention of saying anything deroga-
tory to the hon. gentleman who has just spoken, or to any
of the officers or crew. I merely, perhaps, not believing the
little story myself as I heard it from' the gentleman,
stated it for the purpose of illustrating the speech I made
that evening, without any intention of insulting the hon,
gentleman or any of the officers of his ship. ’

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker,——

Mr. SPEAKER. Unless the House is willing, this matter
cannot be discussed any longer.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Go on, Go on,

Mr. MITCHELL. I merely rise because I have been
reforred to by the hon. gentleman from Gaspé (Mr. Fortin),
and I am only going to occupy a few minutes, I feel it
due to him, when insinuations have been made against him,
and he is made the subject of what I thought to be ridicule,
but which my hon. friend who has just sat down has ex-
plained he did not.mean as ridicule, but simply repeated as
a story—I say when the hon. member for Gaspé refers to
me in the manner he did, he does it for the purpose
of eliciting from me my opinion of the services hé has
rendered this country. I had the honour to be the Minis-
ter of Marine and Fisheries under whom the hon.
gentleman served, and I will say this for him, that for
efficiency, for discipline, for cleanliness and order, for the
manner in which he fulfilled the duties of the very import-
ant office he held as Chief Magistrate or Judge, extending
along a thousand miles of coast, his conduct was such as
reflected the greatest honour alike upon himself and upon
the Government he served. Sir, as his Minister, I take this
opportunity of paying to that hon. gentleman the highest
compliment that can be paid him. Iﬁ» was always zealous,
and ho did ‘what a great many Militia officers do not do if

.we may judge from the statements we heard the other

night—he obeyed orders—and looking at the reports,
extending over thirteen years, and seeing the study, the
attention, and ability, and particularity which those reports
displayed, every one must agree with me in saying that
the country owes to my old friend the Commodore
a debt of gratitude for his practical sgervices, and
for the manner in which he performed important and
delicate duties along that coast, where now his present
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constituency lies, and the respect and contidence of whose
inhabitants he then earned. In the Department over which
I presided, we all liked him, we all loved him, and I can
only say that I regret that he has had to come before this
House and to make the personal explanation he did. But I
am sure the hon, member for South Lanark (Mr. Haggsrt)
~ did not mean anything personal, and that as he has made a
retractation, I hope my hon. friend from Gaspé will forgive
him,

Mr. FORTIN. Certainly, I accept with pleasure the
explanations of the hon. member for South Lanark.

ONTARIO AND QUEBEC RAILWAY.

Mr, HAGGART, in the absence of Mr, ABBOTT, moved
that the House resolvo itself into Committee on Bill (No.
32) to confirm the lease of the Ontario and Quebec Railway
to the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, and for other

purposes,

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I trust this Bill will not be
pressed to-night, as L know the hon. member for West Dur-
ham (Mr. Blake), desires to speak upon it. The hon. gen-
tleman is at present absent from his place, but may return
in an hour or so, when it might be taken up.

Mr. HAGGART. I will not press it now, if it is under-
stood by the House that the Bill can be taken up later in
the evening ; but the promoter of the Bill is very anxious to
have it pushed forward, and requested me to move it to-
night.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Go on.

Mr. CAMERON. There is nothing to be gained by
pressing it to-night. I wish to raise a question of privi.
lege in regard to this Bill, a question which affects the
House, and I should prefer the hon. member for Argenteuil
(Mr. Abbott) to be present. The Bill was proposed by the
hon, member for Argenteuil, and it was carried to its pre-
sent stage by that hon. member, and I wish to raise a
question of privilege affecting the position of that hon,
gentleman in regard to this Bill. I do not like to discuss it
in his absence ; he is in the city, and I believe was in the
House to-day. It isa matter personal to himsell.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. Ico notteo how a gues-
tion of privilege can arise in any way on a private Bill. If
it is & question of privilege, it must be taken up assuch, and
certainly not in the discussion of a private Bill. However,
this order can stand over and be placed at the foot of private
Bills, and perhaps the hon. gentleman will be present at
that time,

THIRD READINGS.

The following Bills were severally considered in Commit-
tee, reported, and read the third time, and passed :

Bill (No. 59) respecting the Northern and North-Western
Junction Railway Company.~(Mr. Small.)

Bill (No. 75) respecting the Manitoba South-Western
Colonization Railway Company.—(dr. Ross.)

Bill (No. 80) to amend the Act incorporating the Napauee,
Tamworth and Quebec Kailway Company.—(Mr. Bell,)

Bill (No. 89) to amend the Act incorporating the Great
American and European Short Line Railway Company, and
to change the name thereof to the Montreal and European
Short Line Railway Company.—(Mr. Tupper.)

ONTARIO AND QUEBEC RALLWAY.

Mr. HAGGART, in the absence of Mr. Abbott, moved
that the House resolve itself into Committee on Bill (No.
32) to confirm the lease of the Ontario and Quebec Railway
to the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, and for other

BOR,
purp&r. MiToBELL,

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I rise to a point of order, I
notice that the Bill stands on the Orders in the name of Mr,
Abbott, the hon. member for Argenteuil, and I think it is
according to our rules and practice that nobody else can
move the Bill. I believe it can be done by another person
in the case of public Bills, but not in the case of private
Bills. The promoter of the Bill must move it himself.

Mr. SPEAKER. The English practice is that a member
cannot move any Bill for another, if itis opposed in any
way.

Mr. HAGGART. If a public Bill can be moved by
another person I do not see but that the same rule should
apply to private Bills.

Some hon, MEMBERS., Chair, Chair,

Mr, ABBOTT moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee on the Bill.

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. Speaker, before you leave the
Chair 1 submit a question of privilege, a question of very
considerable importance, a question which affects the
independence of Pariiamént as well as the dignity and
independence of members of this House. It is generally
known, it is stated, I believe, in the public press, that the
mover of this Bill, the hon. member for Argenteuil (Mr.
Abbott) is the solicitor, the advocate,the standing counsel
of the Cunadian Pacific Railway Company. It is under-
stood that in that position the hon., gentleman
prepares all agreements, all documents, concerning
ihe aflairs of the Canadian Pacific Railway, and prepares
such Bills, advises upon such Bills, as it may be necessary
to submit to Parliament by the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company, in the interests of tho Canadian Pacific Railway,
and under his engagement as the advocate, the solicitor, or
the standing counsel of the Company. Now, it is understood
that this Bill which the hon. gentleman introduced, of which
he moved the second reading, and promoted before the
Railway Committee, was prepared by the hon. gentleman,
advised on by the hon. gentleman, in his position as standing
counsel, advocate, or sclicitor of the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company. If that is the fact, it is strange that the hon. gentle-
man should have introduced this Bill, moved 1ts second read-
ing, and moved it 8o far; because the hon, gentleman appears
L0 occupy a peculiar position in relation to this Bill, and to
all other matters of logislation iu this House, in which the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company are concerned. Of
course, as & member of Parliament, as thie representative of
the county of Argenteuil, he is bound to bring to the con-
sideration of this and all other questions, a free and un-
biassed judgment., As the solicitor of the Canadian Pacific
Railway, as their counsel, their advocate, of course he is
bound to advocate their interests. Now, I submit that it is
a difficult matter for a member of Parliament occupying
that position, when he comes within the walls of this
Chamber, to lay aside his professional capacity, and to
assume that free and independent position which every
member of Parliament is expected to assume when he comes
to deal with questions before this House. Now, I wish to
raise the question here, whether or not the hon. member for
Argenteuil, if he is the paid solicitor of the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company, has a right to move tLis Bill.

Mr. SPEAKER. I might ask the hon. gentleman if he
is going to raise a question of privilege as to this Bill ?

Mr. CAMERON. As to this Bill.

Mr. SPEAKER. Ido notconsider that this is the time
to ruise a question of privilege relating {o this Bill. The
question of & member’s geat can at all times be brought up,
but a question relating 1o a Bill cannot be brought up while
it is under the consideration of the House,
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Mr. CAMERON. The question I submit is the question
of the right of the hon, member to move this Bill.

Mr. SPEAKER. There appears to be no question about
that right. May says:

“*Phough a member interested is disqualified from voting, he is mot
reatrained, by any existing rule of the Houge, from proposing a motion
or amendment. On the 26th July, 1859, Mr. Whalley moved an amend-
ment to a clause added by the Lorda to a railway Bill, in which he ad-
mitted that he was personally interested. In the debate, exception was
taken to such an amendment having beea proposed by a member having
& necuniary interest; but ihe Speaker ruled thit though it was a well-
known rule of the House, that A member undersuch circumstances could
not be permitted to vote, and though the course adopted was certainly
most unusual, yet there was no rale by whizh the right of a member to
make & motion was restrained, and he had been given to understand
that Mr. Whalley did not intend to vote.”

Mr. CAMERON. Allow me to call attention to arule
passed in 1838, which reads as follows : —

“That it is contrarv to the usage, and derogatory to the dignity of
this House, that any of its members should bring forward, promote or
advocate in this House, any proceeding or measure iz which he may
have gc)ted or been concerned, for or in consideration of any fee or
reward.”’

Let me also call your attention to a statement of May:

It bas also been declared contrary to the law or usage of Parliament

for any meamber to be engaged, either by himself or any partner, in the
mansgement of private Bills, before this or the other Honae of Parlia-
ment, for pecuniary reward.”
Tho point I make is that if the hon. gentleman—1I do ot
say it is a fact—is the solicitor of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, although he has no pecuniary interest in this Bill, yet
as the paid sélicitor of tho Company he is nat in a position
to promote it in Parliament.

Mr. _SPEAKER. He has no right to vote upon i, but
according to the authority I have read, he is not restrained
from proposing a motion or amendment.

Mr. CAMERON. Butyou will permit me to say that
that is not my point at ail,

Some hon. MEMBERS, Chair, Chair; order, order.

Mr. CAMERON. That is not the pointI am submitting
atall, Mr, Speaker. I quite admit that a member interested
in legislation has possibly a right to move a motion or
amendment with reference to it in the Honse, possibly a right
to discuss it, but no right to vote. But I mean to say that
a professional man, who has been engaged professionally
outside the House in connection with a matter of legislation,
has no right to promote that measure in the House, and the
rule of 1858 was intended to cover that class of cases. It
arose in this way. There were complaints in the public
papers that professional men in England had been engaged in
advocating the claims of certain Indian princes. These
professional men were also members ot Parliament, and the
interests which they represented outside they also advocated
in Parliament, This rule was made to cover that class of
cases; and according to it, a professional man, go situated,
has no right to advocate in Parliament any matter of busi-
ness in which he has an interest outside of Parliament,

Mr. SPEAKER. If the hon. member raises a question of
privilege, he must conclude with a motion. That is just
where the difficulty is. When an hon. member objects to
another hon. member moving a Bill at any stage, he is rais-
ing a question of privilege that ought to be raised as a dis-
tinct question, and that onght to conclude with a motion ;
and when an hon. member brings forward a question of
{)lxl'lviltc‘e)ge, the motion to which he alludes should be relevant

ereto,

Mr. MACKENZIE. But you do not propose that 8 mem-
ber should make a motion to decide a point ot order.

Mr. SPEAKER. No; if there is no motion made I decide
there is nothing to show that a member is disqualified from

moving a measure because he has a pecuniary interest in it,
although he is prevented from voting.

Mr. CAMERON. My object, Mr, Speaker, in calling at-
tention to this matter, was to enable the hon. member to
state in his place in the House whether he comes within the
class of cases mentioned by me as coming under the rule
passed in 1858, Tstated, when I rose, that my information
was derived from the public press, and I asked if that infor-
mation was correct, because if it was, the hon, gentleman
was not capsble of promoting this legislation.

Some hon. MEMBERS., Chair, Chair.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I rise to order. The hon.
gentleman has spoken three or four times

Mr. CAMERON. I have a perfect right to.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Whenever there is &
decision of the Speaker, and any hon. member chooses to
dispute it, he must appeal from that decision without debate.

Mr. CAMERON. I am not digputing the ruling of the
Speaker.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, Chair.

Mr., CAMERON, I want to know what the ruling is.

Mr. SPEAKER. 1 decide from May, page 389, of the
edition of 1879, that although & member who is interested
is disqualified from voting, he is not disqualified by any
existing rule of the House from proposing a motion or
amendment, Therefore, 8o far as I can see, the hon. member
is not disqualified from moving this motion.

Mr. ABBOTT. T move that you do now leave the Chair,
Mr. SPEAKER. Shall this motion be adopted.

Mr. CASGRAIN. The hour for private Bills is up. It is
the standing rule that one hour after the evening sitting is
dedicated specially to private Bills. That hour is now over,
and as I have on the paper some measure in which I am
interested, 1 claim the privilege of coming, in my turn when
the time is over.

Mr. SPEAKER. If the hour for private Bills is used
up, then the House must proceed ‘o other business on the
paper. As I told the hon. gentleman who was speaking
on a guestion of personal explanation, he was taking up the
time devoted to private Bills,

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Mr. Speaker, you ounly took the
Chair at 8:20, '

Mr. SPEAKER. Whether I took the Chair at ten or
fifteen minutes past eight, makes no difference. The Bill
will be talked out in any case,

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I would like to ask whether we
are to understand that it will be the rule hereafter that the
hour for private Bills means up to nine o’clock, for if the
Chair is only taken at 8:20, that only leaves us 40 minutes.

Mr, SPEAKER, Thehour dates from the hour I take tbe
Chair, and if I only took the chair at 8:20, the hour is not yet
expired. There are still ten minates left,

Mr. CASGRAIN. I maintain that I am not wron% in
claiming that the hour is over. If it is not over, as you have
just mentioned, it will soon be over. What is the question be-
fore the Chair? I maintain that the position I have taken
is correct and I intend to prove it to you in the five minutes
not yet elapsed.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Speak French.

Mr., CASGRAIN (Translation). 1 am called upon to
speak French and I will do it with great pleasure. I trust
it will be in my power to show in a c{)ear and distinct
manner ——

Some hon. MEMBERS. English.
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Mr. CASGRAIN. Ttis very extraordinary that when I

want to speak English they will not allow me, and when 1
want to speak French they will not allow me.

An hon. MEMBER. Speak in Gaelic.

Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation). I must admit that I
never spoke Gaelic. French and English are the two only
languages I ever spoke. But to come back to the main
question now laid before us, I think I may say that the rule
invoked by us is binding and cannot, by any means, be done
away with. If you are of opinion, Sir, that the hour is over,
I am willing to end my speech.

Mr. SPEAKER. I declare the hour over.

PUNISHMENT OF SEDUCTION BILL,

The House resumed the adjourned debate on the proposed
motion of Mr. Charlton, that Bill (No. G) to provide for
the punishment of Seduction and like offences, be read the
third time, and the motion of Mr. Foster (p. 666) in amend-
ment thereto.

Mr, MACMILLAN (Middlesex). I would like to ask,
through you, Mr. Speaker, whether this Bill has been re-
printed or not, as it was understood, I believe, when the
amendment was moved, and it was cut all to pieces, that it
should be reprinted. 1 ask if it has been reprinted, and, if
80, why it has not been distributed ?

Mr, SPEAKER. Yes; it has been printed.
Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny). It is not distributed.

Mr. SPEAKER., 1 am informed that it was distributed
this morning.

Mr. DESJARDINS, We have not the French copy.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I object to going on with
the Bill, :

Mr. MACKENZIE. He cannot object, because it is not
required to be printed. No amendments need be printed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It was understood by
the House, and settled by the House, in fact, that it should
be printed before it was discussed, and that was one reason
why the adjournment of the debate was moved, in order
that it might be printed and distributed to members for
their information.

Mr. MACKENZIE. The matter was suggested, but that
does not afford ground for any member to take exception
under the Rules of the House,

Mr. CHARLTON. The amendment was printed in the
Votes and Proceedings, page 205. It has been in the hands
of members for some days.

Mr, SPEAKER, It is in the Votes and Proceedings. The
Bill has been reprinted, and the amendment is in the Votes
and Proceedings.

Mr. MILLS. The rule does not apply to the amend-
ment.

~ Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I moved the adjournment
myself, and I moved it for the purpose of having it printed
for the information of members. g‘hat was the ground of
my motion,

Mr. MACKENZIE. Tt
Votes and Proceedings.

$ir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is not what we re-
quired.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Every member is supposed to look
at the Votes and l:‘roceedil:xgs).7 The Bill itselgpv:sas rinted.
This is a mere amep@ment. Hon. gentlemen may take some
other method of killing the Bill, if they want to do it, but
this objection cannot legally be taken, ’

My, CasaRaln,

is printed in the Minutes, in the

Mr. SPEAKER. The understanding was that the amend-
ment should be printed, and the amendment was printed in
the Votes and Proceedings ; but the only Order of the House
on which I can go is the Rule of the House, which says that
a Bill, before the second reading, shall be printed in English
and French, and there is no Order of the House which re-
quires that a Bill should be printed afterwards. The debate
was adjourned in order that the amendment should be seen
in print.

Mr. CHARLTON, There is a motion before the Chair,
moved by Mr. Foster.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny). He does not move it now

Mr. CHARLTON. If the hon. gentleman from King’s
(Mr. Foster) does not choose to move his motion, I move
that the Bill be now read a third time.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The motion cannot be
withdrawn without the consent of the House.

Mr. CHARLTON. Then the House can pass on the
motion,

Mr. SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of Mr.
Charlton that the Bill be read the third time, and the motion
of Mr. Foster in amendment thereto.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny). 1 movethat thedebate be
adjourned, for the purpose of having the Bill printed and
distributed in both languages.

Mr.CHARLTON. Theamendmentshave been printed and
distributed in both langunages in the Votes and Proceedings,
and, as you yourself ruled, Mr. Speaker, there is no Order
requiring the printing of the Bill after the second reading.
[ submit that that motion is out of order, and, while I am
on my feet, I wish to call attention to the motion now be-
fore the House. It will be in the recollection of the House
that, in the Bill as originally introduced, the first clause
provided for the punishment of seduction under promise of
marriage, and for the punishment of a feigned or pretended
marriage. That has been divided into two sections. One
has been incorporated in the Bill, that for the punishment
of seduction under promise of marriage, and the second is
named in this amendment now before the House.  In
consequence of dividing one section into two, it became
necessary, in section 4, to refer to offences named in three
sections, which were formerly named in two, and the
changes provided are merely verbal ones, except the one
making a false or pretended marriage a crime. It is merely
dividing the first section in the original Bill into two,
making two sections for two offences, and making the verbal
changes necessary in consequence of one section being
divided into two. The matter is easily understood. It has
been in the hands of the House since the last debate; it is
printed in the Votes and Proceedings ; and, although I would
be quite willing to abandon this proposed section as to
feigned or mock marriages, I do not think the House has
any objection to that,

Mr. SPEAKER. The motion is that the debate be now
adjourned ; the hon. member cannot give any réasons in the
motion.

Mr. MILLS. 1Is not that amendment out of order ?

Mr. SPEAKER. The amendment is that the debate be
now adjourned.

Mr. OUIMET. I shall support the amendment of my
hon. friend from Montmagny (Mr. Landry). But I wonld
like to know if it is to be understood that our privilege of
getting the papers of this House in French ceases after ine
second reading of a Bill, I think if the use of the French
language is not only permitted but is enjoined in this House,
it ought to apply to all the proceedings on any Bill, and
| until the Bill is disposed of, every order of this House to
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have the Bill reprinted as amended, should mean that the
Bill shonld be reprinted in French as well as English.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Bo it is.

Mr. QOUIMET. I have had the Bill as reprinted in Eng-
lish, but I could not get it in French. It has certainly not
been distributed, and I pretend that we have a right to it,
and we shall insist on that right. This Bill, as it now
stands reprinted, would be a disgrace to our Statutes. Butl
shall reserve further remarks on jt until it is reprinted in
French,

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I shall vote for the amend-
ment of the hon. member for Montmagny. I must say,|
however, that we, the French members, do not always in-’
sist, as we have a right to do, that motions and other pro-
ceedings be read in both languages. Very often, in order to
expedito busine:s, in order that the time of the House may
not be taken up by reading all the documents and proceed-
ings in French, we waive the right and say  dispense.” But
hon. gentlemen should understand that though we may
waive that right, they should not try to refuse it to us.
This Bill has not been reprinted in French, though there was
a formal Order of the House that the Bill should be reprinted
as amended; and, Mr. Speaker, you have admitted that it
was the understanding of the House that it should be re
printed in French as well as in English, and the First
Minister has expressed the same opinion. Now, if that Bill
had been reprinted only in French, I wonder whether those
hon. gentlemen who are not willing now to delay its consi-
deration because it is not printed in French, would not have
insisted on the Bill being reprinted in the language which
they understand best. Of course, I am not epeaking for
myself alone; I understand both languages and am able to
speak them fluently enough to be understood, but it is a
right, and when our right is contested, we must insist upon
it. I am sure all will admit that this right is not left to the
will of the majority of the House; it is a right we have by
the Constitution of the country, and I must ask you, Mr,
Speaker, that that right of ours be recognized and acted
upon. For my part, I have often waived my right to have
these papers read in both Ianguages, but if that right is
contested, of course we shall have to insist upon it strictly,
and have all documents, all motions, and all proceedings
read in both languages. )

Mr. CHARLTON. I am very sorry that our friends
from the Province of Quebec take the position they do in
this matter, and for this reason, that at this stage of the
Session, the point they take is equivalent to a defeat of the
Bill. ‘The rest of the Bill hus been acted upon, except the
amendment I moved the other night. It is simply an
amendment providing for the punishment of sedaction under
}I)‘rqmnse of marriage, limiting the act to twenty-one years,

his amendment, now before the House, has been printed in
French as well as in English, and has been in the Votes and
Proceedings since the day of the last debate took place. This
amendment could not be incorporated in the Bill. The point
raised by my hon. friend, the Minister of Paublic Works,
does not hold, becanse ail - the information he desires is
already printed in French, and, Sir, I cannot but consider
the objection raised to be not mpon the point of the
matter mnot being printed in French, but as an
objection raised for the purpose of assassinating the
Bill, The Bill cannot be reached again if this
motion for the adjonrnment of the debate passes. Under
cover of asking that the Biil be printed in French, the
motion is directed against the provisions of this Bill as it
stands; and although I would extend .the ntmost courtesy
to the members from Quebec, I feel disposed to hold that the
roquest 18 not & reasonable one. 1 assert that the papers,
the motion, the amendment, are all in French; that those
gentlemen have everything that they require in the French
language in reference to this Bill, and the reprinting of

L

this Bill in French will not enlighten them in the slighest
degree. The Bill as it stands before the House now is
simply the Bill as it was first introduced, printed in French,
and with the one part of the clause which was struck out,
reinserted—that with roference to seduction under promise
of marriage. I regret very much that this course has been
taken. I mustsay that 1 recognize in the course that is
taken, 8 desire, not to get information in French, but a de-
sire to kill the Bill, under the pretext that it has not been
reprinted in French.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. SPEAKER. My attention is called to the fact tbat
the hon. member has made an acousation that.ought not to
have been made.

Mr. CHARLTON. IfI have made any accusation, or said
anything in my remarks that was unparliamentary, or
was unkindly to my French friends, I am very sorry. But
it strikes me that they are quite able to understand this Bill
without waiting seven or eight days to have this amendmeont,
which, as I have said, has already been printed in French
for several days, reprinted in French again.

Mr. VALIN (Translation). Mr. Speaker, I believe we are
entitled to a French copy of this amendment. Among the
members of this House, are & great many lawyers, but we
are not all lawyers, ‘and it is of the utmost importance
that laymen—such as myself—who do not always under-
stand the somewhat exclurive wording of the law should
bave a copy printed in French, of this Bill, in order to get
information on the actnal bearing of such an important Bill
as this, Moreover there is arule stating that boih languages
will be used in this House, and I for one will insist on its
being carried out. We will have to give vxplanations as to
our conduct, and it is important that we should know what
we are doing, because it is a question of marriage, and

- marriage is always a very interesting matter. The crime,
for the punishment of which this Bill provides, also requires

sll .onr attention, Before taking a decision we will have to
consalt- persons thoroughly conversant with the law. T, for
one, am not prepared to express an opinion until this Bill
and the motion amending it shall have been printed in
French, for one word misunderstood might perhaps be
sufficient to put us in a false position, aund we would be very
sorry to give a vote which would be detrimental to the
Province of Quebec or to the French speaking people.

Mr. DESJARDINS (Translation). After the peremptory
reasons just given by the hon. member for Montmorency
(Mr. Valin) I have no more to eay.

Motion agreed to on adivision, and debate adjourned.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny) moved that the Bill he
printed in both languages, together with the. proposed
amendment,

Motion agreed to.

FRAUD IN RELATION TO CONTRACTS.

Mr. CASGRAIN moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee on Bill (No. 12) for the better prevention of
fraud in relation to contracts involving the expenditure of
public moneys,

8ir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Beforo the House resolves
itself into Committee, perhaps the hon. gentleman will be
kind enough to explain in what shape the Bill came from
the Special Committee ?

Mr. CASGRAIN. The Bill was passed by the Special
Committee with an amendment. The most simple way is to
read the Bill, which is as follows :— '

_*‘ 1. Whosoever, for the gurpoao_ of assisting in any election to the Par-
lisment of Canada, or to the Legislature of any of the Provinces of
Canada, while performing any such contract as in the first section of-the
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sald, Aot mentioned or awaiting payment in respect ofany such contract |
or having held any such contract or awaited payment as aforesaid,
within twelve months previous, or who, holiing or having beld any
such contract, within twelve months thereafter subscribzs, farnishes,
gives or promises to give or furnish any sum of money or counsideration
whatsoever, either directly or indirectly, by himself or by the agency of
another person on his behalf, to any person whomsoever, is guilty of a
misdemeanor, and shall be liable, at She diseretion of the court, to &
penalty of no’ less than one thousand dollars, together with imprison-
ment, for a term of not less thun one month and not more than twelve
months ; aud in default of payment of the penalty so incurred, the offen-
der shall be imprisoned for a further term of twelve months unlees such
penalty be sooner paid; and the offender ehall, in add:tiom, forfeit all
right and claim to recover any payment in conmection with such
coutract.”

The object of the amendment is this: It is to prevent con-
tractors who have contracts twelve months before the Klec-
tions, or twelve months after the Elections, from providiug, |
either directly or indirectly, any funds in order to secure
the election or return of any member of Parliament. The
clanse, as framed by Dr. Wilson, is drawn in such a way as
to secure the object I have in view, which is to prevent con-
tractors from providing, during the time they hold their
contracts with the Government, any sum of money, directly
or indirectly, for the Eromotion of Elections. That is the
object of the Bill, which is a sound one, and one which
should meet with the approbation of the House. Under
these circumstances, I think the Bill should receive the assent
of the House. I need not go into any details; I desire to
avoid such a course; but I am sure the First Minister will
sco that the object I have in view is to sceure the purity

Mr. CASGRAIN. To what extent?

Mr. LANDRY. Not to a very largoe extent—I suppose
to the extent of his means. I find by one of the items that
he gave a $10 bill for a bazaar, and 25 cents for a young
lad who had taken his first communion that year. The
hon. gentleman was so pleased that he could not do other-
wise than give him 25 cents. I will now read it in French
as it isin the return:

FEDERAL ELECTION IN L’ISLET, 20rs JUNE, 1882.

Statement of the personal expenses of the candidate, Philippe Baby
Casgrain, Advocate, of Quebec, as furnished by him to L. Z. Duval, Esq.,
of St. Jean Port Joli, R. O., according to section 123wf the Federal
Election Act :—

Trip from Quebec to St. Rock and returil.ie cecsreens cesvasens $5.50
“ o L’Islet L PR N 4.50
Board at Achille Anctil’s at St. Jean Port Joli...... sceeueens 3.00
Trip there, 7T5c. ; board for myself and horse, $2.50......... 3.26
Alms to the Goudreault woman sick a-bed...coeevierivecnnas . 1.50
Refreshment in carriage.......cocuse .- 0.75
TeIBZIAMS cvevesveesuses ese soossreressesrossas sosressssrossas saseseassve Lo 68
1 suppose that was 50 cents for each brother—
Pierre Blanchet, carter, for his trip—a certain price agreed
upon (@ Bargain 0F Job)ue cv - wvver ssrees sorsessss csnsss $10.00
To the same, lodging and breakfast at his house on the
TEtUrn tri] .eeevcece ceeoneensennencorasensonssesesens veasansns sesesess . 1.00
Goudreault, sick a-bed ....ce cecrueenes e 0.50
Child, first communion, gift...... Crnenes e cvsnsterenesss 0,25

That is a gift to a young lad on his first communion: 25

of Elections, and the larger the election funds are the greater
is the danger of pnisoning the electoral body. Thcrei
can be no doubt that if you provide a remedy to prevent
lInrge contributions to clection funds, there s 2 chance of
cor having pare Blections. I propose this Bill in the
interests of the public, and with the good intention of its
being passed and afterwards carried into effect. If this
mesasure does come into effect, we shall have pure Elections.
We know that our election expenses are small, and they
should be so. I need not say that we have had, in the
Province of Quebec, cases of persons who have said they
control the Local Legislature. That has been a boast made
in the public papers. It should not be =0, and I think if the
House will pass this measure, it will have a beneficial effect,
I do not say it wili cut off all the evil. but it will, to a great
extent, deter the improper expenditure of money, as
offenders will be liable, not only to a money fine, hut to
imprisonment. The amount of $1,000 would be a small
penalty to a man who is making thousands upon contracts—
he would laugh at the money penalty ; but the punishment
by imprisonment will have a deterrent effect, and will cer-
tainly prevent others from following such examples. I
believe the measure is a good one in itself, and that there is
not an hon. member who does not feel that it is one which
should be adopted.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny). The remarks of the
hon. gentleman induce me to say a few words, and 1 will
speak them in Kinglish. The object of the Bill is to prevent
all fraud in relation to contracts involving the expenditure
of public money. The hon. gentleman believes that, if the
Bill becomes law, the election expenses will be very small
and that we will have fewer Elections in fnture. Our eloc.
tion expenses are always small, except perhaps those in
the county of L'Islet. 1 have here a statement of the ex-

nses gaid by the hon. gentleman in his last election, and

intend to prove that his Bill, if it passes and becomes
law, will never prevent him from doing what he has
already done. The Bill is rather late in being introduced.
It should have been passed last Session, before the hon.
gentleman was returned by a minority of the electors, [

conts, Then he went to a concert at L'lslet during the

| glection : $1.70., Then he gave to tho curate, or parish

priest, for a charity concert, $10—

Dinner and supper at Jules .............. veees $1.00

Paid ts Achille Anctil for himself, horse an g z
election, DAlANCE weeee worreuniinsaeanns oneitnne cevtuiinn. seenes 25.00
Here is an itom; expenses for travelling:
SteJean and St-CFrille s sees esserasssssnsssiass swasssaseares $5.00
Another AN reCeivVes ..cccre - vocer- roeersves vssvsnsc sasens oo o 2.00

Another man named Nazaire Caron.. ...... aneee 3.00
Dussault and Brothers; bottle for him. .eeeieessienees 1.00
Now, the total of these expenses, as given by his agents,
amounts to $230.75, and I find that there are a fow accounts
that have not been inserted in those general expenses. 1
hope, Sir, that the hon. member, if he wanis to have a pure
election, will not lose his time by aiteuding concerts or
giving charity to a sick woman. I hope that he will observe
the law himself, and that he will add an amendment pro-
viding that candidates should not go to such expenses. I
hope the Bill, when it comes before the Committee, will
receive all the attention it deserves. I hope that we will
make such amendments as will render the Elections purer
than before, not only in respect to contracts involving the
expenditure of public money, but also in respect to Elections
involving the expenditure of the candidate’s money.

Mr, CASGRAIN. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will give
the fall amount of the expenses, That is the question now
before the House.

Mr. LANDRY. No; the question before the House is
the motion to go into Committee. '

Mr. CASEY. If the hon. gentleman will lay the paper

on the Table, as the Rules require, we will see what the

eTxpenses are. I ask the hon. gentleman to lay it on the
able.

Mr. LANDRY. As a schedule to the Act I sappose. 1.
hope it will be translated into English for the use of hon,
members,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In looking over the Bill,

esse.

sese

have here, I say, copies of the hon. gentleran’s election ex-
mses, and I see that while he was canvassing his county
e met poor children and poor widows, and was very

I notice that the Committee have rotained a feature of the
original Bill which induced me to speak against it before,

erQus.
gen Mr., Casagaln,

a:;ld I believe, to vote againstit. The first clause of the Bill
reads : .



1884. COMMONS

DEBATES 816

¢« Whosoever, for the purpose of assisting in auny election to the Par-
liament of Canada, or to the Legislature of any of the Provinces of
Canada, while performing any such contract as in thefir:t section of the
said Act mentioned, or awaiting payment in respect of any such con-
tract.”
Now, the House objected strongly, and I did personally, as
an individual member, to this phrase ‘ awaiting paymentin
respect of any such contract.”” After a man has had & con-
tract with the Government and performed all the work upon
it, and has ceased to have anything to do with the contract,
but has not got his money, he is liable to be sent to gaol for

a year, and {0 pay a large sum of money because the Gov-}

ernment refused to pay the amount. 1t may be a matter of
long litigation. Look, for example, at the case of the Inter-
colonial Railway, which has been built for many years. All
those claims are not settled yect, though the railway has been
running for years, and yet this Bill disfranchises any one of
those persons—he cannot be elected a member of Parliament,
because ten years ago they fulfilled their contract and are
awaiting their payment from the Government. This measure
provides that if a contractor, while awaiting payment in
respect to his contract, offers to give or promises to give
any sum of money for the purpose of assisting in any elec-
tion, either for himself or anybody else, he shall be liable
to a penalty and shall go to gaol at the discretion of the
court for one month or twelve months. So he is disfran.
chised, and cannot be a member of Parliament and cannot
asgist either in his own Klection or in the election of his
friends, even though the expenses should be as moderate as
they were in the case which my hon. friend behind me has
alloded to. This provision was considered exceedingly
objectionable last Session, and in Committee T shall move to
strike out these words, and after they are struck out, so far
a§ I ]z;m personaliy concerned, I do not object to the rest of
the Bill.

Motion agreed to; and the House resolved itsolf into
Committee,
(In the Committee.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move to amend the
Bill in the way I have stated.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The point raised by
the hon. gentleman may be fair enough as regards the man’s
own election. My hon. friend, I presume, did not intend to
interfere with that. But there arc very grave objections to
any man who has an upsettled claim against the Govern-
ment being allowed to subscribe to Elections. There is no
more fertile source of bribery than the desire of men, who
have large unsettled claims against the Government, to ob-
tain a favourable settlement. And I think my hon. friend
beside me is quite right in saying that this is a matter which
should be settled by law. While men have these unsettled
claims against the Government, they should not be allowed
to subscribe to the election funds of either side. There
is no intention of disfranchising anybody. They are not
deprived of their votes, though I think there may be force
in the First Minister’s contention, that a man should not be
prevented from subscribing 1o his own election.

,Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. I think my first objec-
tion, relating to a man’s own election, is unanswerable H
indeed, the hon. gentleman admits that it is. But after a
contractor has fulfilled his contract, the action of the
Government in keeping him out of his money should not
prevent him from having the same right as any other man
in the land. No Government should be able, by hanging
Up & man, to prevent him from exercising the same right
as any other man,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We know that very
heavy unsettled claims are preforred against the Govern-
ment by the contractor after the completion of every con-
tract, 'We know that it is in the contractor’s interest that
the Government should take & favourable view of his extra

claims. The hon. gentleman knows, and every man in this
House knows perfectly well, that whenever a large contract
is concluded, these extra claims are preferred, and we all
know that the Government are likely to treat them
leniently.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman
speaks from experience, 1 have no doubt. He speaks with
authority,

Some hon. MEMBERS, Order.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. What is the point of
order. The hon, gentleman says we all know that Govern.
ments are lenient, and I say I suppose he speaks with
authority, and we will take his own statement. 1 am not
making any charge of any kind, I am only saying that I
suppose he speaks from his own experience, and I do not
admit that the experience has been the same on this side.
But what I say isthis, under this provision any Government
could hang up a man and prevent his exercising his rights
by refusing to pay his acconnt, and in that way make him
subject to an indictment and to imprisonment a8 commit-
ing a misdemeanour. 1 think it is an outrageous proposition ;
I think the very statement of it shows that it is outrageous;
and I certainly press my amendment to strike out these
words.

Mr, CASEY. There is a point that both my hon. friend
from South Huron and the hon. leader of the House have
overlooked. This measure has been discussed as if it pre-
vented somebody who had already a right to bo a candidate
at an elcotion from being a candidate. It only applies to
contractors, and we know that contractors have not now a
right 10 be candidates or to sit in this House until their con-
tract is settled up. :

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. That has been decided in
the other way. When & contractor has finished his work
he ceases to be a contractor, and all that remains to be done
is to settle his account. This is decided by English law;
and it was decided some years ago, by discussions in this
House, who were contractors and who were not.

Mr. CASEY. With regard to the time between the con.
clusion of their work and the seitlement of their account,
that contention, no doubt, applies, But my hon. friend is
right in insisting that that is just the time when corrupt

contributions are likely to be made to Elections—just the
timo when a man who is hung up by the Government is
willing to shell out in order 1o be cut down.

Mr, IVES. Not cut down.

Mr. CASEY. Not cut down in his figures ; he might out
up rough if he were. Without imputing any motives to
Governments, pasl or present, we know that constant
charges of this kind have been current, and they will con-
tinue to be current until the thing is put an end to. If the
hon. gentleman wishes to clear the skirts of the Government
of all suspicion of being influenced to make favourable
settlements with contractors, if ho wishes to guard against
such attacks as have been made when contractors, for in-
stance, took frozen whiskey to spend it among the electors,
he should support this measure. Now, the hon. gentleman
wishes to prevent that sort of thing, and his only way to do
it is by adopting this proviso which the First Minister
wishes to strike out.

Mr. MILLS. I think that what we ought to considerin a
measure of this kind is, whether there is any real mischief
likely to occur from the absence of such a measure, and
whether there is any evil to be romedied by that particalar
clanse which the hon. First Minister proposes to sirike out.
What is the proposition alleged by the promoter of the Bill ?
It is simply this, that 2 man who has claims against the

Government that are still unsettled, claims to which he
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thinks he is entitled, but to which the Government thinks
he is not entitled, he is much more likely to secare their
settlement if he is a promoter of the Elections in the inter-
ests of the Administration than if he were not. The experi-
ence of hon, gentlemen during past years shows that there
is an evil in this particular that requires to be remedied, and
that this measure does meet the mischief. The hon.
gentleman says

grieved, who has claims against the Administration, to be
deprived of the liberty of contributing any aid to any elec-
tion other than his own, while that claim remains
undisposed of.
clause to remain a part of the Bill, he will not find many

etitioners asking that they shall not be restrained in their
Fiberty, and that they be allowed to exercise those rights

which he is s0 anxious to secure to them, by striking out this]
The hon. gentleman says the Government may:

rovision.

old over a claim indefinitely. 1 suppose any person
who has a valid claim against the Administration can, in
almost every instance, have redress by petition of right;
and however anxious the Government may be to delay
settlement, they cannot prevent him seeking redressin the
courts. We have had many instances, during the last ten
years, of redress being sought in the Court of Ex¢hequer, and
of its being obtained against the views and even the active
opposition of the Administration. Thisis not an unreason-
a{:le proposition. There is a real evil requiring redress, and
this clanse does afford a reasonable remedy for the mischief.
I do not suppose it is possible to propose a measure in this
House as a redvess for some wrong in the conduct of public
affairs, tv which exception caunot be tuken. But the fact
that exception may be taken ig, after all, no valid objection
against such a proposition. The question is, if there is an
evil that requires to be redressed, is this a reasonable mode
of seeking to redress it ? I think there does exist the mis-

chief sought to be remedied, and I believe this is not an un-

Teasunable remedy. Before the hon. gentleman objects to
this, he ought to submit to the Committee some mode of
redress for the mischief complained of, which will accom-
plish the same object and be less open to objection than that
bafore the Committee.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I mustsay that this pro-
vision in this clause will be called an Act for the purpose of
inducing Governments to be corrupt. The hon. gentleman
admits that any other person has a right to spend money in
a legitimate way to promote his own election or the elec-
tion of a friend, or anybody else. Provided his expenditure
is within the limit of the law, there is no faultin him. A
man who has performed his contract to the public and the
Government has a right 1o take his money ; but if there isa
dispute between the two, he is to be punished for doing
what otherwise would be perfectly correct, for fear that the
Government might grant him, if he might be corrupted, some.
favour, That is like the old plan adopted with the
children of our English and Scotch kings, that when a
young prince behaved badly they had a boy who was
whi;;pwr . in punishment for the young prince’s sins,
For fear the Government may be corrupt, this man is to be
guilty of a misdemeanour and sent to gaol, ‘But what is to
prevent the corrupt Government saying st once to contrac-
tors—the hon. gentleman says we all know the Government
will be lenient in settling the account —well, if the Govern-
‘ment is corrupt enough to be lenient because a man has
subscribed to election funds, all the contractor has to do is
* 10:gothe Government and say: settle my claim at once;
this Act is passed, as long as I have to wait for payment,

eannot help you, but just pay me what I want and I will do
‘80. Of course the Government, if it be & corrapt Govern-
eghbut,"as it mast be in order tomake out this case,
sgbttlo up the account at onoce,

Mr, MiLus,

we are depriving a party of his
rights. I do not know that any one would feel very much

waiting payment; then he will spend his money and be very
grateful for having got such a large sum out of the Govern-
ment ; he will work at the elections; he will come down
handsomely, as my hon. friend says. There is no ground or
basis for that sentence in the clause; otherwise, personally,
Ido not object to it.

Mr. CASGRAIN, There is no doubt that there have
been and that there are still to-day a number of contractors
with large claims pending against the Government for a
long period of time. Of‘course, in many instances, that can-

If the hon, gentleman will permit this;

not be helped; but these contractors, in the meantime, are
absolutely in the hands-of the Government,and being under
the inflaence of the Government they will, in order to get
a settlement of their account, in order to get the favour of
the Government, befriend the Government, by subscribing
in the proper time for the Elections, I can say this frem
what 1 have seen, and I know it is the experience of every-
body. This clause does not deprive amy man of his real
rights. A contractor cannot be a member of Parliament
under the law as it exists to-day. If this clause were for an
unlimited period, I agree that it would be hard ; but the
period is limited to & certain time—six or twelve months—
during which he will be debarred from subscribing. There
is another reason which I consider covers the case. Why
should that man be at liberty to subscribe at an election at
all, when no money is wanted for an election? The hon.
member for Montmagny quoted my personal election. I
gave every cent in my expenses which I had to expend
directly. 1 was bound in honour and conscience to do it, and
Idid it; and what did that amount to? It amounted to
some $340 for ranning that county duving more than six
weoks. That was all my own expenses and I might have
made my expenses heavier. I made them exaclly under
the law and I do not want any contractor to come
forward and help me to pay my election expcnses,
Where is the member of Parliament to-day who could not
carry his own elections for three, or four, or five hundred
dollars, especially in the counties? Therefore, I mean to
say that it is not needed at all to have recourse to outside

{subscribers. Itis not necessary af all, and, in the fow in-

stances in which it might be necessary, a candidate will find
a friend to help him rather than go to a contractor. That
is what 1 waut to bring to the consideration of the House,
and T am sure this is the true principle upon which we
ought 1o be guided in conducting our own elections. That
is the reason why I bring this measure forward, and I hope
it will be carried with the intent that I have in view—
that is to say, to make it effective before the country.

Mr. CARON. Occasionally we hear a good deal about
Provincial rights. Now, there is a point in the Bill of the
hon. member which I consider to be of very great import-
ance. I can easily understand that we should have juris-
diction to enact a Bill for the purposes of our own Federal
Elections—

Mr. CASGRAIN. If the hon. member will allow me, we
will discuss that question,

- Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

‘Mr. CARON. But how, in a Bill framed by an hon.
member in this House of Parliament, he could put in such s
clause as to provide that whosoever, for the purpose of as-
sisting in any election for the Parliament of Canada, or the
Legislature of any of the Provinces of Canada e~ -

Mr. CASGRAIN. Will you allow me?

Mr. CARON. I can-understand that the hon. gentle-
"man's zeal should digplay itself in regard to elections
affecting the Parliament of Canada, but I am afraid he is

_they will * over-stepping the mark, and, in his zeal to make. our. elec-
Then the: party will not be -tions absolutely-puve, he is going beyoud. the jurisdiction:of
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this Parliament, and enacting a law affecting elections over
which we have not the slightest jurisdiction.

Mr, CASGRAIN, If the hon gentleman would have al-
lowod me, I wounld have cut short that speech. If you refer
to the Act passed last year, you will see that we have pro-
vided exactly what is in this Bill. It applies both to the
Local Legislature and to the Federal Parliament.

Mr. CARON. Bat that is no answer. that the hon. gen-
tleman should make mistakes two years running.

~ Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It was the House.

Mr. CASGRAIN, It is the House, not me.

Mr. CARON. 1Itis no answer to say that the hon. gen-
tleman made the same mistake last Session. If it is wrong
this Session, he should not have put it in the Bill last Ses-
sion ; or, if he found it out after the Bill passed last Session,
he should have taken it out this Session.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman will see, if he looks at
the measure, that it is declared in this Bill that thisisa
crime; it is made a misdemeanour. Now, while the Local
Legislatures can punish by fine and imprisonment- any
offence commited against any of the laws of the Provinces,
it is very doubtful whether they could declare any particu-
lar act against their legislation a crime. I am not going to
argue the question as to whether they can do so ornot. They
certainly have the power of declaring certain acts, by the
British North America Aot, offences against local logisla-
tion, and can punish them by fine and imprisonment, but I do
not think, when they are specially authorized to punish such
offences by fine and imprisonment, that we can assume that
they have any implied power beyond that to make any
offence a crime; and this Act declares that. Whether it is
expedient or not expedient to declare offences against local
legislation crimes, is another question ; but there can be no
doubt that, if it is proper to declare this act a crime, here
is the proper place to make that declaration, and it is by
an Act of the Parliament of Canada and not by an Act of
tho Local Legislatures that the declaration should be made.
Now, the hon. the First Minister refers to the clause which
he ‘read, relating to contractors awaiting payment, and he
thinks it strongly objectionable that we should declare that
parties who have ciuims against the Government, should
not, while those claims are in oxistence, be allowed
to contribute to any other elections than their
own. The fair way to consider this question ia
to consider what are the practical mischiefs that
grow out of the power to make such contributions, on
the part of persons who have claims against the Adminis-
tration, the sameo a3 those who have actually subsisting
contracts. Why, look at what transpired in the case of the
Local Er ections last year, in the Province of Ontario, Every-
body knows the Shields’ brigale, who went from this city
into the Muskoka district. Ever)body knows the relation
in which those parties are raid to have stood to tho Admi-
nistration. They wore largoe contributors to the election of
the Conservative candidate. Their corrupt acts were in
part, and only in part, disclosed in the courts. It was
ramoured abroad everywhere that thoss contractors had
their work remeasured by an ongineer favourable to them,
for the purpose of enabling them to receive a larger
sam from the Government than they otherwise
would receive. Now, I am not saying whether that
13 a well-founded charge or not. I am expressing
no opinion upon that. I do not care whether it is well-
founded or not, for the purposes of this discussion. Bat it
15 & vory serious matter that such a charge should be made,
and that a large portion of the commaunity should believe
such an offence possible.  Suppose they had already
completed their contract, and were simply awaiting pay-
ment and asking for remeasurement ofp
engu;e:;-smore favourable to them than

the one who had

been employed on the road, would not all the objections
that apply to'their conduct, while there is & subsisting con-
tract, be equally applicable to them in case their work had
been completed and wassimply awaiting payment ? L say that
hon. gentlemen on that side of the House, as well as on
this, will see that the objection would have been quite as
strong if their work had been completed and the
coutributions had been made, as it was when the
work was incomplete, and those contributions were
made. If we propose legisiation on this subject, we should
look at the evils that are likely to arise in these cases, and
should make our legislation what experience shows is neces-
sary to remedy these mischiefs; and it seems to me that the
objection is quite as strong in the case of parties who have
been contractors and are awaiting payment from the Gov-
ernment, as if those contracts were still subsisting. and some-
thing was still required to be doneon the part of the contrac-
tors. If the right hon. gentleman can point out any difference
in the hypothetical cases that I have put, in the case of actual
contract and the case of a completed contract awaiting pay-
wment, I should be delighted to hear the distinction which
the hon, gentleman, no doubt, can make; but, to my mind,
they seem to stand upon exactly the same footing, and the
objections which lie against the one lie equally strong
against the other, and if a remedy is proper in ithe one case
a remedy is equally proper in the other.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. I do not think it ne.
cessary to go into any discussion of that section. The hon.
gentleman has explained his views and I have explained
mine. But as to the point raised by the Minister of Militia,
there is a good deal in it. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Mills), is quite correct in staling that a Provincial Legis-
lature cannot declare any matter to be a crime or & mis-
demeanour or any other branch of the criminal law. What
the British North America Act declares is that, for the pur-
pose of enabling the Legislatures to enforce their laws, they
can punish a breach of those laws by fines or imprison-
ment, or by fines and imprisonment, They can do that,
but thal does nnt make it a branch of the criminal law.
Therefore, for the purpose of making it a branch of the
criminal law, it must be put in a Bill here. But, on the
other hand, the Parliament of the Dominion must be very
guarded, a8, under the guise of makiug a matter a criminal
offence, they can rob a Local Legislature of most of its
jarisdiction, They can say, for instance, that a man who
doos not pay his debts fora year has comuitted a misde-
meanour, an offence, and shall go to gaol. That interferes
with the law of contract.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Take the Factory Act a; an illus-
tration.

Mr. MILLS. The Factory Act is a case in point.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will discuss the Factory
Act when it comes up. Parliament could, in fact, deprive the
Provincial Legislatures of most of their jurisdiction, for
they could declare any breach of contract to be a misde-
meanour. Now, the question is whether we ought to inter-
fere with a subject connected with the election laws of the
different Provinces, They can pass a law in the Provinces
stating, in the words of this Bill, that no contractor shall be
allowed to subscribe to any election, and if he does subscribe
Lo any election and commits a breach of this Statute, then
he is liable to fine and imprisonment. They can do that.
Hence, I think my hon. friend’s objection is well taken, in
8pirit, though if it is to be declared a misdemeanour, it can
only be declared a misdemeanour by this Legislature.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I assent, with as good grace as possible,

their work by an'

to the euggestion of my right hon. friend, and accept the
amendment,
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Mr. CARON. I propose that we strikeout of the Bill the
words “or to the Legislature of any of the Provinces of
Ganada."

Mr. CASGRAIN. There may be something in the objec-
tion made by the Minister of Militia, but we discussed the
same point last year and the House, after deliberating upon

" that very point, adopted the view which I take now, and in
which I followed in the Bill passed last year. Of course, if the
House does not desire to follow the precedent of last year,
it may go back upon its former decision. Of course, I am
in the minority and cannot dictate, but I desire to call atlen-
tion to the fact that in the Bill of last year these very words
are inserted and are the law of the land to-day. '

Mr. DAVIES. I have no doubt that this Legislature has
gower to pass the Bill in the form in which it now stands,
ut, personally, I do not think it is a matter of good policy
for us to interfere and to declare, with reference to elections
for the Local Legislatures, that certain things shall be mis-
demeanours, e may have power to do it in strict right,
but I object myself to any unnecessary interference with
Provincial rights, and on that ground I am strongly inclined
to support the objection taken by the Minister of Militia,
although I think the hon, member for L'Islet (Mr. Cas.
grain) 18 right in introducing it. Asa matter of policy, I
think it is not desirable.

Amendment (Mr. Caron) agreed to.

Mr. MACMASTER. The effect of the clause as it now
stands would prevent a tenderer for a contract from being
a candidate for Parliamentary election. Of course, it is
undesirable, and it could not be, that a tenderer whose ten-

"der ‘was accepted, could be a candidate at a Parliamentary
‘election ; but the effect of the clause, as it now stands, is 10
prevent every man who has put in a tender for any public
“contract from being a candidate for Parliamentary election.

hSir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is a very proper
thing,

Mr. MILLS. I think it simply prevents him subscribing
“for the election, not from being a candidate. But it is a
question relating to the independence of Parliament, as to
whether he may or may not be a candidate,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If he is & tenderer he can-
not put up the $200 under this clause.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It seems to me that it
is & very desirable thing. I do not think any man who is
a tenderer for any public contract ought to be a candidate
for Parliament. I think the amendmentis a very excellent
one.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I think the hon. gentleman
is wrong. Now, suppose tenders sre called for, and there
are ten, or fifteen, or twenty tenderers. They send in their
tenders and they remain there before the Government, who

. are not ready to decide. Or, suppose the Government wish,
under this law, to prevent a man who has tendered from
being able to run at an election, the tender might be taken

_ into consideration and kept two, three or four months, He
is a tenderer, and his tender is there and he cannotbe a can-
didate. Surely the object of the Bill is the exact contrary
of this. You do not wish to put the fate of a candidate, or of
any man who wishes to be a candidate, in the hands of the
Government of the day, but you wish him to be free. In
this case, the man who has tendered might be not at all
aocepiable ; he might have put in the highest tender ; but
the Government not having decided, but keeping the matter
three, four or five months in suspense, he cannot become &
candidate, even though he were the most desirable candi-
;iiate of his party. That, I thiok, is not the desire of the

ouse,

_M‘r. CAMERON (Huron). Ido not see any particular
difficulty, If the tenderer be a desirable candidate in the

Mr, CasgrAIN,

interests of the party, it isa K\%érjsimpvle matter for him to
withdraw his tender. '

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, Then he will forfeit his
deposit.

Mr, CAMERON (Huron). If he putsin his tender and
insists on being a contractor, then he cannot be a candidate.
If he prefers running for Parliament instead of getting a
contract he cau withdraw his tender, and I apprehend he
he will be relieved ot all responsibility.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, I say that it is not desir-
able that any contractor should be a candidate for Parlia-
ment. I tako that stand at once. 1 think the difficulty
raised is of a most infinitisimal kind. I think a great many
wen are more likely to be good candidates, on either side,
than the small number of persons who would be tendering
for contracts under the Government, That is, of coarse, a
matter of opinion. I think the provision a very excellent
one.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved that the words, “or
holding such contracts, and while such contracts are under
the consideration of the Government, for acceptance or rejec-
tion,” be struck out,

Mr. MILLS. Ido not see that the provision touches
the person’s eligibility, and that is the question which the
hon. Minister has’raised. His own case 13 excepted.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is not excepted.

Mr. DAVIES. That would be met by inserting, *in any
election except his own.”

Amendment (Sir Hector Langevin) agreed to.

Mr., CHAPLEAU. There is something in this Bill
which I think is contrary to our legislation, and that is as
regards the punishment of the offender. I do not think the
Bill is a good one, and I will vote against it as a whole; but
if the Bill is to pass, I say that, considering the circum-
stances of the case, therc should not be &8 minimum of pen-
alty and of punishment, Let the House set the penalty as
high as it deems proper, but leave it to the Judge to consider
what less amount of imprironment and fine should be
imposed. A trifling offence 11"t arise—for a nest of law-
suits will be created by this Bill—and hon. gentlemen
opposite will not object to provide, asis done even with respect
to felonies, that the penalty should not be more than a cer-
tain fine or certain term of imprisonment, leaving the
application to the Judge. Such a provision would be more
in accordance with our ordinary criminal legislation.

Mr. DTLAKE, The hon. gentleman always forgets that
Parliament intervenes and passes an Indemnity Bill.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not think the hon. gentleman should
make that statement, as he himself passed a Bill to relieve
a very large number of his supporters trom penalties atlached
to violating the Independence of Parliament Act.

Mr. BLAKE. And you.

Mr. BOWELL. I never asked any consideration at your
hands, or at the hands of anyone else, The statement made
in regard to myself I knew was not correct, and I challenged
the hon. gentleman and his party to test it in the courts, or
anywhere else. When the hon. gentleman made that state-
ment, he made an insinuation which I believe he knew was
not correct.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. BOWELL. I apologize to the House, not to the
hon, gentleman, who, 1 think, knew when he made the
statement that he was stating what there was no foun-
dation for stating. When hon. gentlemen opposite are so
ready to talk about introducing Acts of Indemnity, they

should look at their own deeds: they should look at what
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they have done in their Local Legislature. How many
wero relieved there ? How many were relieved by those
hon, gentlemen in this House, when a dozen contractors,
from the Speaker of the House down to hon. members,
who were sitting here ; when half adozen, or seven or eight,
of the hon. gentleman's friends were afraid to take their seats

Some resigned and were re-elected and others were rejected,
and that hon. gentleman was always ready to pass an Act of
Indemnity. It would sound very well, coming from the hon,
gentleman, to talk in this way, ifhe could clear himself, and
if his party had never 8one anything requiring an Inder-
nity Act.” If such wore the case, we could well understand
their assumed purity and virtue in conmection with these
matters.

Mr. BLAKE. I beg to say that according to my kuow-
ledge and belief, and it has always been such, the hon. gen-
tleman’s seat was voided. I believe that was decided by the
Privileges and Elections Committee, which decided the case
of Mr, Anglin, and I believeif it had not been for the Indem-
nity Act, the hon, gentleman (Mr. Bowell) would have been
liable for tho penalties. So with the case of the hon. mem-
ber for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), who resigned in
consequence ; 80 was it with the late member for Restigouche
(Mr. Moffat); so was it with the hou. member for Ottawa
(Mr. Currier). 8o to say that that Indemnity Bill was de-
signed to meet cases on one side and not on the other is—I
will not repeat the hon. gontleman's offensive words. He
will remember the words he used to me the other day; he
can apply them to himself.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. 1 move that the clause be changed so
as to read, “the penalty not to exceed a fine of $1,000 or
imprisonment for a term not exceeding six months.” The
idea of imprisoning a man for twelve months for giving a
i;gbscnptlon of perhaps §1 for election purposes, is prepos-

rous,

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. I desire to direct the
attention of the House to the nature of some of those
offences, in cases covered by the Indemnity Bill, to show how
contractors, such for instance as Mr. Currier, might be
made liable to the clause in the present Bill. An officer of
the Government went to his saw-mill and bought some
boards which he wanted. Mr. Currier's man sold the
boards and the bill was sent in in the ordinary way, in the
name of Mr. Currier, who received the money but lost the:
receipt. Everybody in the House felt that the case was—

Mr. MACKENZIE, The hon. gentlemav is mistaken,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think not.

Mr. MACKENZIE. It was known and proved that Mr.

Currier had been for years doing & large business for the
Government—-

Some hon, MEMBERS, Hear, hear,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, no.
Mr. MACKENZIE. Iam quite sure.

.Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. At all events, this indi-
vidual sale was one such as any hon. gentleman might make
in the ordinary course of business ; it was & small account
of $2—that I am sure about. It struck me as being a very
hard case. Suppose a case of this kind. Take the case of
a trunk m.a.ker, or a man who makes boxes, and a contract
is made with him to furnish ien,or twenty or thirty packing
boxes for any of the Departments. He is to be paid for them ;
he is a8 much a contractor as if it were to buifd a railway or
a canal, though the whole account may only be £10. Yet
12f he should accidentally, after becoming a contractor, give

J cents to a boy on his first communion, for improper pur-
Pposes, for political purposes, or without any pur if he
subsoribes $1 to make up the $200 for s candi te, or to

bring out a workingman’s candidate who cannot raise the
$200—this man who has » contract for £10, which contract
is not yet finished, is liable to be tried for a misdemeanour,
and pay a fine of not less than $1,000. The mere state-
ment of such a case, shows with how little consideration the
Act has been framed.

Mr. CASGRAIN. The Committee to whom the Bill was
referred reported it in its present form, and I do not think
it deserves the strictures which the hon. gentleman has
thought proper to pass upon it. It is true, the Bill may not
be as properly drawn as it might be, and that is the reason
why last year I asked the House to give me the benefit of
their assistance in making the measure as perfect as pos.
sible. Moreover, last year I asked the Government to take
this measure off my hands, and make it & Ministerial mea-
sure. 1 did my best with the Committee, however, to frame
the Bill as well as possible, and it is in the hands of the
House. It is a public question; it is not my own private
measure, though lphave striven very hard to have it carried
in the way in which I think it would be most beneficial to
the public. At the same time, I repeat, it is more in the
hands of the House than in my hands.

Mr. BERGIN. Ido not feel disposed to vote for this
amendment of the Secretary of State any more than I feel
disposed to vote for this Bill, which appears to me to be
most effectually framed as a means of executing private
vengence on a contractor who may dare to exercise his
political opinions on any occasion. I do not know that this
House has had before it any such tyrannical or arbitrary
measure as this appears to be. No discretion is left to the
Judge. No matter how trivial may be the offence, how
small may be the sum, or how innocently it may be ex-
pended, the Judge must fine the man 1,000, and he may
also add a year’s imprisonment. And the offence against
public morality --the offence against public justice, doesnot
end there. In addition to all that, if his contract happens
to be a good one and he is obnoxious to the person who
prosecutes him, or the Government who directs the prosecu-
tion, all his profits in that contract are to be taken away
from him, f ask you whether it is justand proper, in a firee
country like this, that such a law should come in force. To
test the opinion of the House, I move the Committ do now
rige.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentloman has taken certain objec-
tions to the Bill as it stands, but he has earefully avoided
making any objections to the amendment proposed. by the
Secretary of State, which meets his objection. The Bil{ does
not leave the matter in the hands of the Judge, but the
amendment of the Secretary of State leaves him a discretion,
1t says that the man shall be punished by a fine of not
more than $1,000—the fine may be $l; or by impri-
sonment—not “ and,” it is disjunctive—of not more than
six months ; it may be an imprisonment of one hour.

Mr. BERGIN. Doesnot the hon. gentleman consider it
of any consequence that the man should forfeit all his
rights in addition. 1 object to the whole Bill, and I move,
in amendment to the amendment, that the Committee do
now arise.

Amendment to the amendment

: agreed to, and the Com-
mittee rose. '

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) moved that the House resolve
iteelf into Committes on Bill (No. 2) to amend the Criminal
Law, and to_extend the provisions of the Act respecting
offences against the person.

Motion negatived on the following division:—



820

COMMONS DEBATES.

MABGH 12,

Yras:

Messieurs
Allen, Fisher, Paterson (Brant),
Allison (Lennox), Fleming, Platt,
Bain (Wentworth), Foster, Ray,
Baker (Victoria), Gillmor, Rinfret,
Béchard, Guillet, Roberteon (Shelburne),
Bernier, Gunn, Scriver,
Blake, Harley, Somerville (Brant),
Bourasss, Hay, Somerville (Bruce),
Bowell, Hilliard, Springer,
Burpee (Sunbury), Holton, Thowmpson,
Cameron (Huron), Innes, Trow,
Qameron {Middlesex), Irvine, T'yrwhitt,
Qampbell (Renfrew), King, ail,
Cartwright, Kinaey, Vanasse,
Oasey, Kirk, Wallace (Albert),
Ussgrain, Lnnc{erkin, Watson,
Catudal, Lister, Weldon,
Oharlton, Mackenzie, Wells,
Cockburn, MclIntyre, Wheler,
Oook, Meclsaac, Wilson,
Davies, Mills, Wood (Brockville).—65.
De 8t, Georges, Mulock,

Navs:

Messieurs
Abbott, Dawson, McGreevy,
Allison (Hants) Desaunlniers, MeNeill,
Bain (Soulanges), Desiardins, Massue,
Baker (Missisquoi), Dickinsgon, Méthot,
Beaty, Dodd, Mitchell,
Bell, Dugas, Moffat,
Bellean, Dupont, Orton,
Benoit, Farrow, Quimet,
Benson, Ferguson (Welland), Paint,
Bergeron, Gagné, Pinsonneault,
Bergia, Gault, Reid,
Billy, Gigault, Robertson (Hamilton),
Blondeau, Graandbois, Robertson (Hastings),
Bossé, Guilbault, Scott,
Bourpeau, Hackett, Shakespeare,
Brecken, Haggart, Small,
Burnham, Hesson, Smyth,
Burns, Hickey, Stairs,
Qameron (Invernees), Homer, Tassé,
Carling, ves, Taylor,
Oaron, Kilvert, Temple,
Chapleau, Landry (Kent), Valu,
Oimon, Landry (Montmagny),; Wallaee (York),
QOostigan, Laugevin, White (Oardwell),
QOoughlin, Mackintosh, White ERenf:ew),
Coursol, Macmaster, Wigle,
‘Ourran, Macmillan (Middlesex), Wool (Westmoreland),
Cuthbert, McMillan (Vaudreuil), Wood worth.—88.
Daly, McDougald,

MOTIONS FOR RETURNS.
Motions for the following Returns were severally agreed

Statement of all moneys paid to T. Charles Watson by the
Government of Canada, since 1881, showing also the services,
if any, performed by said Watson, in connection with the
‘Department of Railways and Canals, or any other branch of
the public service, since the year before mentioned.— (Mr,
Wilson.)

Copies of the report of Mr. C. Michaud, Civil Engineer,
a8 to the explorations made by him last autumn, on the
River St. Francis, with the object of establishing booms
upon it.—(Mr, Bergeron, for Mr, Vanasse )

Copies of the report of Mr. Guerin, Civil Engiueer, re-
specting the explorations made by him on the Yamaska
River, and in the neighbourhood of Lavalligre Bay.—(Mr.
Bergeron, for Mr, Vanasse )

Return of the names of the several persons who sent in
tenders for the construction of a steamer to replace the
Princess Louise, and of the person to whom the coutraot

was awarded ; also, copy of specification furnished parties
tendering.—(Mr. Weldon,)

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House,

adj%ﬁﬁ?i .agreed to; and (at 11:25 o'clock, p.m.) the Hcuse

Mr. Caxgron_(Huron).

1
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HOUSE OF COMMONS,

TraorspAY, 13th March, 1884,
The SpEAKER took the Chair at Three o’clock,

PRAYEBRS. ,
FRAUD IN RELATION TO PUBLIC CONTRACTS.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I desire to move, seconded by Sir
Richard Cartwright, that the House resolve itself into Com:-
mittee of the Whole on Monday next to consider further
Bill (No. 12) to amend the Act for the better prevention of
fraud in relation to contracts involving the expenditure of
public moneys. I desire to take the opinion of -the House
on the principle of this Bill. It is true that ihe second
reading of the Bill seems to carry with it the adoption of the
principles by this House; but at the same time thero are
many ways in which & Bill may be disposed of by th's
House. After the proceedings of yesterday I do not con-
sider that the House has expressed an opinion upon the
question whether or not contractors in the future will be
allowed to subscribe to election funds, as they have done in

the past. Thatis the question that 1 desire to take a vote
upon,
Motion negatived on the following division i~
YEas:
Messieurs

Allen, Fairbank, Mulock,
Allison (Lennnx), Fisher, Paterson (Brant),
Armstrong, Fleming, Ray,
Béchard, Geoffrion, Rinfret,
Bernier, Gillmor, Robertson (Shelburne)
Blake, Guan, Scriver,
Bourasen, Harley, Bomerville (Brant),
Burpee (Sunbury), Holtor, Somerville (Bruee),
Usmeron (Huron), Innes, Spriuger,
Cameron (Middlesex), Irvine, Butherland (Oxford),
Campbell (Renfrew), King, Thompson,
Qartwright, Landerkin, - Trow,
Casgrain, Laurier, Vail,

y Catudal, Lister, Watson,
Charltoan, Mackenzie, Weldon,
Cockburn, MeQraney, Wells,
Cook, Mclotyre, -Wheler,
Davies, Mclssac, Wilson,
De 8t. Georges, McMuilen, Yeo.—b9,
Dupont, Mills,

Nays:
Mesgieurs

Abbott, Desaulniers, Mitohell,
Awyot, Desjardins, Montplafm‘,
Bain (Soulanges), Dickinson, Orton,
Baker (Missisquoi), Dugas, GQuimet,
Baker (Victoria), Ferguson { Welland), Paint, .
Beaty, Foster, Patterson (Essex),
Bell, Gagné, - Pimsonnesalt, :
Belleau, Gaault, Reid, .
Benoit, Gigault, Robertson (Hamilton),
Benson, Girouard, Robertson (Hastings),
Bergeron, Gordon, Royal,
Bergin, Guilbault, Scott,
Billy, Hackett, Shakespeare,
Blondeau, Hall, S8mall,
Boldue, Hay, .. Smyth,
Bourheau, Hesson, Stairs,
Bowell, Hickey, Tassd,
Burns, Homer, Taylor,
Oameron (Inverness), Kilvert,. Temple,
Oameron (Victoria), Kinney, Tilley,
Campbell (Victoria), Krang, Tupper (Pistou),
Carling, Laundry (Kent), Tyrwhitt,
Caron, Landry (Montmagny), Valin,
Chaplean, Langevin, Vanasse, .
Qochrane, Maecdonald (3ir John), Wallace ( 31bert),
Colby, McDon sld (Cape Breon), Wallace (¥York),
Coatigan, Macmaster, White { Hastings),
Coursol, Macmillan (Middlesex), White {Renfrew),
Cathbert, McDougald, Williams,
Daly, McLelaa, Waoll' ( Broekville),
Daoust, Ma:sue, Wood (Westmoreland,
Dawson, Méthot, Woodworth.—96,
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Mr. TROW. The hon, member for Gaspé (Mr. Fortin)
was nol in the Chamber when the Resolulion was read,

Mr. SPEAKER. Was the hon. member for Gaspé in the
House when the motion was read ?

Mr. FORTIN. I was not.

Mr, SPEAKER. Then the hon. membor’'s name must be
struck off. .

Mr, FORTIN. 1 heard the Resolution read from the gallery.

Mr. SPEAKER. The question has mever been raised
here before. In tho Eoglish House of Commous, the gallery
is spoken of as part of the House ; but I think that here the
case is somowkat different,

Mr. BLAKE. 1 never heard the pretention beforo;
otherwise am hon, member who was in one of the recesses
might give his vote. If this be admitted, we can call on
hon. members who may be in the gallery to vote. I have
seen the hon. Minister of Railways seversl limes in the gal-
lery during 1his Session while votes were being taken.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The practicein England
is that the galleries are part of the Ifouse. No doubt the
gallery is a portion of the House, and common sense shows
that it is to be considered so because the object of the rule
is that no member shall vote on a motion who has not had
the opportunity of hearing it. He can hearit in the gallery
as well as on the floor ; not only that but if other peoplo be
in the gallery, we can say there are strangers in the House
and they are obliged to leave. The galleries aro as much a
portiou ot the House as the floor, and members, if they
choose, could speak from the gallery. They go all round,
und there is no reason 1o make a difference between this
House and the English House.

An hon. MEMBER. They might vote in the recesses.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In the recesses they can-
not possibly hear. The recesses are for the purposes of got-
ting out of the House and are portions of the corricors. We
have reporters in the gallery to report our speeches, and
Lhel: is no reason why a member should not hear as well
as they.,

Mr. BLAKE. It follows that if we are to adopt the prac-
tice of the English House, in which the hon. gentleman has
rightly eaid the gallery is part of the House, an hon. mem-
ber can address the House from the gallery. ’

Sir JOHN A. MACDCNALD. I do not see why not.

Mr. BLAKE. For the sixteen years this House has been
sitting, members have not unfrequently retired to the gal-
lerics when they wanted to avoid voting, and havo never
been called on to vote, I pointed to & notorious instance, that
of the hon, Minister of Raitways, who withdrew to the gal-
lery to avoid voting. 1f we are now to decide afier sixteen
years that on the purpose of voting and speaking hereafter
the galleries are to be considered part of the House, it is
well; but it is a revolution,

Mr. CASGRAIN. I may say there is a precedent to the
point. I recollect the ex-speaker, Mr. Blanchet, dccided that
1f 8 member left his place for & moment he could not vote.
In my own case I left my seat for a moment and it was
decided that I could not on that account keep the floor.

Mr. MILLS. This point came up in the case of the
member for one of the Yorks, Dr. Sirange. He was in the
gallery and the question was raised whether having heard
the motion be bad a right to vote or pot, and it was decided
by your predecessor that he had not. _

_Mr. SPEAKER. There is a rule if an hon. member leaves
his seat while the vote is beirg taken, he is liable to have hia

pame struck off the list. The inconvenience is this, that if |

& membor hears a motion in the gallery and leaves the
gallery to vote, his vote may be struck off. The rule is that

a member must pot, while the vole is being taken, leave
his seat.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon, member for Bothwell says the
question was decided in the case of the member for North
York. '

Mr. MILLS. Dr. Strange came and voted, and said he
heard the motion put while in the gallery; your prede-
cessor decided that he had not the right to vote.

Mr. CARON. A couple of Sessions ago a case identical
10 this came up. The hon. member for Leeds happened to
bo in the gallery while & resolution was moved by the
leader of the Opposition. He came down here aud was
called on to vote, because it was considered that his being
in the gallery did not exclude him from the House and
that consequently he was bound to give his vote.

Mr. BLAKE. There was no ruling.

Mr, CARON. The reason given was the same as in this
case, that, being in the House, he had heard the motion
read, and could not be prevented from voting like any other
hon. me¢mber who had heard the motion read.

Mr. ORTON. Some years ago, an hon. member for one
of the Hurons stated that he was in the recess when the
motion was read, and his vote was allowed.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). No, Mr. Speaker, he did not
say that he was in the recess, but loauning against the door
leading into the recess.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No doubt the question
was raised in the case of the hon, member for Huron, and
it was decided, a8 he stuted that he was in that square box
and heard the motion read, that he had a rightto vote. His
vote was challenged because some hon. gentleman said he
thought he was in the Eost office at the time, but he said no,
he was there and heard the motion, and therenpon his vote
was recorded.

Mr, LANDERKIN. This vote, I believe, is not settlod ?
Mr, SPEAKER. No.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Yet the hon. member for Mont-
magny (Mr. Landry) has left his seat, Is his vote to be struck
off theroll ?

Mr. HESSON. Tho hon. member for Marquette (Mr.
Watson) has algo left his seat,

Mr. SPEAKER. I feel a great deal of delicacy in decid-
ing this mattor, because there is no precedent recorded.
The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) cites the case of
Dr. Strange, who suid he was in the gallery and heard tho
motion, bnt that was not consideied sufficient and his vote
was taken off. The hon. member for Quebss county (Mr,
Caron) calls attention to tho vote of Dr. Ferguson, under
similar circumstances, which was allowed. I do not think
either of these decisions wore recorded. The reasou of the
rale is that a momber shall hear the question put, becaunse
he must understand the question before the House before he
votes. In England the practice is that a member may speak
from the gallery, that the gallery is a part of the House, I
think here it would be an inconvenient practice, unless the
House so withes it, but if the hon. member says he heard
the motion put, I must accopt his statement. I think the
question that ought to be put to the hon. member is: ¢ Did
you hear the motion put.” Did you hear the motion put?

Mr. FORTIN. I beard the motion put, certsinly.
Mr. LANDERKIN, I ask for your ruling on the point

I have raised as to the vote of the member for Montmagny,
who has loft his seat. '

Mr. SPEAKER. That is another point. I think there
is a role that any member who leaves his seat before the
. Yote is declared loosés his vote, -
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Mr. LANDERKIN. The member for Argenteuil (Mr.
Abbo*t) has gone out.

Mr. BOWELL. Do you mean, Mr, Speaker, that the
. member loses his vole when he leaves the House, or when
he goes from one seat to another in the House ?

Mr. SPEAKER. When he goes from oneseat to another.
That is the reason that hon. members call out *order,
order,” when a member is seduced to leave his seat.

Mr. TROW. The member for Gaspé (Mr. Fortin) must
bave left his seat in the gallery to come down here.

Mr, BLAKE, Then, under your ruling, the vote of the
member for Gaspé must be struck out. If he heard the
question from the gallery, he must have left his seat, because
we see him voting here.

Mr. SPEAKER. That is just what I pointed out before,
the inconvenience of the practice when a man hears the
question put in the gallery.

Mr. BLAKE. I ask your ruling.

Mr. SPEAKER. 1 shall order his vote to be struck off
on that ground.

Mr. LANDERKIN. In reference to the case of the
member for Montmagny, who has left his seat since the
vote was taken ?

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny). Mr, Speaker——

Mr. SPEAKER. I think, owing to the long discussion
on the point of order, you had better not call attention to
members having left their seats. I find Mr. Ray’s name is
not recorded, I think the Clork called out Mr. Reid. You
voted for the motion ?

Mr, RAY. Yes.

Mr, HESSON. The member for Marquette is not in his
place,

Mr,. SPEAKER. I declare the motion lost.

Mr, LANDERKIN. Mr. Speaker, if the accident of
hearing—

Several hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr, SPEAKER. I think it desirable that some under-
standing should be arrived at on these points, in regard to
which there is no precedent recorded.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This question about the
gallory has been raised for the first time. It would be eon-
venient to have that matter settled. I do not care which
way it is settled, so long as it is settled, whether in future
we are to consider the gallery a part of the House or not.
That is one point. The other is whether an hon. member
who, before he votes, or after he votes before the vote is
declared, moves from one seat to another, loses his vote. |
The practice has been that the gallery is not considered a
part of the House. In England the practice is otherwise,
and the reason of the rule is what you have stated. We had
better have that decided in regard to the future. Asto the
second point, 1 should be very glad if the ruling is carried
out that & member loses his vote by leaving his seat. It is
exzceedingly inconvenient, disturbs the taking of a vote, and
causes very unseemly noises in this House, so I should be
very glad indeed if itis decided that every member who
votes shall vote from the scat he happens to be caught
in when the vote is put, and shall remain there until the
vote is declared. If it is the general opinion of the House,
I think it would conduce to the progress of business and
prevent unseemly noises.

Mr. MACKENZIE, Perhaps it would be well to make
those who make the noises lose their votes as well.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Perhaps so. As to the

galléry, the practice ought to be settled.
Mr, SPEAKER.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman comes a little too
late with these observations. You have already rales, Sir.
You have ruled, first, that the gallery is a part of the House
and an hon. member who hears the mofion there does not
lose his vote ; and you have ruled, secondly, that. an hon..

| member who changes his place during the progress of a

vote, after the motion is put and before the vote is declared,
does lose his vote. Therefore, it follows that the member
for Gaspé, if he had remained in the gallery could have
voted from the gallery. You have settled these questions.
The leader of the House proposes that these questions
should be unsettled in order to have them settled again..
First, the vote of the hon, member for Gaspé was allowed,
notwithstanding the fact that he was in the gallery when
the question was put. Afterwards, it was struck off,
because, having heard it in the gallery, he moved from his
seat and came down here to vote, The vote of the member
for Montmagny was also about to be struck off for the same
reason, when you very properly suggested that it shouid
not be noticed, owing to the long discussion on the point of
order. Therefore, the matter is decided, unless any pro-
posal is made to reverse your decision, or unless you, upon
further consideration, decide to recall it. It follows from
these decisions that, in accordance with the view of the
hon, gentleman, which you bave so far adopted, we can in
future speak from the gallery.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. I, of course, acquiesce in
the proceedings of my colleagues, and on the whote agree,
first, that the member, if he heard the motion from the
gallery, had a right to vote; second, that if he leaves his
seat aftor the motion is put, he forfeits his right to vote,
No doubt that these two points are now settled, and my
suggestion is that some rule should be made to cover them,

Mr. SPEAKER. I hope it will be settled one way or the
other in consequence of thisdiscussion. The question I put
to the hon. member for Gaspé was ¢ Did you hear the mo-
tion?” 1did not ask him where he heard it. He said he
did hear it, and I ruled that as I understood the rules of the
House that was sufficient. But it would be a very inconve-
nient practice, if continued, that the gallery should be consi-
dered part of the House for the purpose of speaking or
voting, and 1 would like the House therefore to authorize
me to declare that for the future the gallery is not part of
the House.

Mr. BLAKE. If the question is submitted to the House
for decision, it had better bedisposed of only after sufficient
time for consideration. I am very glad the First Minister
who defended the practice ten minutes ago, now says it is
very inconvenient. I quite agree with him.

Mr. ABBOTT. Wo must not omit consideration of the

question as to how far we would abandon our jurisdiction

over the galleries if such a rule is made, We must not give
up our right to consider the galleries as part of the House
for admission of strangers, or.for the exclusion of strangers.

Mr. SPEAKER. As part of the House except for pur-
poses of speaking or voting.

Mr. LANDERKIN. If hearing the motion gives a right
to vote, I may mention that the other night I was standing
in this porch and heard a motion quite distinctly, and when
it can be heard distinctly there, why not be allowed to vote
just a8 well as when one can hear it from the gallery ?

BILL INTRODUGED.

The following Bill (from the Senate) was introduced and
read the first time :—

Bill (No. 107) to amend Acts 40 Vic., cap. 49, and 45 Vic.,
cap. 24, being Acts relating to Permanent l?nilding Societies
aud Loan and Savings Companies carrying on business in
Ontario.—(Mr. Cameron, Victoria,)
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LIQUOR LICENSE ACT, 1883.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 1 move that the motion
of Mr. Houde on the notice paper, “that this House is of
opinion that the Liquor License Act, 1883, should be re-
pealed,” be the first Order of the Day for Monday next, and
take precedence next after Routine Proceedings.

Mr. BLAKE. It was arranged some time ago across the
House that this motion should be proceeded with to-day. It
is well known that the hon, member for West Hur.on (Mr.
Cameron) had given a notice of motion on this subject, but
as it was desired to reach a discussion on this subject, the
motion of my hon. friend for Maskinongé (Mr. Houde)
- bad precedencs, and from time to time that motion has been
postpoued for one reason or another. Ultimately it was
arranged across the House that this motion should be pro-
ceeded with this day. So late as last night on the adjourn-
ment, I called on the hon. gentleman to say what Govern-
ment business he would take after that motion, w'hether
that motion would come on first, saying that it might be

ible to conclude it before adjournment, and asking what
gg:‘igness he would take up after that. The hon. gentleman
anvounced that he would take the first Government notice.
1 pointed out that that was not one that wouid take any
time, and asked what he would take after that, and he
said the House would probably go on with Supply. He
now proposes, without any notice, that the arrangement
made across the House, with reference to which we have
arranged our affairs as to business, should be dejarted
from, and that the motion of the hon. member for
Magkinongé should not be comsidered, although it had
been arranged across the House several days ago
that it should be proceeded with to-day, and although
that arrangement was repeated and reinforced across
the House last night. Now, Sir, these arrangements
across the House are sacred arrangements—arrangements
upon the faith of which members on both sides act. They
are arrangements with reference to conduct of public buai-
ness which, if broken without any cause at all, without ex
planations given, without any proper justification, and with:
out any other arrangements being made in consegyence of
that, render it quite impossible to conduct public business
efficiently ; and I think I have cause of complaint that the
hon. gentleman should not have intimated his intention of
departing from that arrangement——grave cause of complaint,
the more 8o that I have been told that it was arranged yes-
terday that it should be departed from. If my information
on that subject be correct, and it was arranged by the Gov-
ernment with the hon. member for Maskinongsé, that his
motion should not come un to-day but should be postponed
until Monday, I have still graver cause of complaint,
inapmuch as by that arrangement that decision had Leen
reached yesterday. And itis difficult to understand how
the conversation which took place last night could have
taken place, how that could have been the understanding,
and how it could have been repeated. That is the first point,
The second one is, that I think the motion ought to go on,
I see no reason why it should not go on. I do not see the
hon. member for Maskinongé in his place, but no doubt he
is in attendance—I saw him ot long ago, and he told me
he would be in his place this atternoon. If he is not here
it must be bocauss he understands that the Government is
about {0 insist upon this postponement. I think this is a
convenient day for the discussion of this motion. This is
our day which was taken away from us by the Govern.
ment, but taken away from us almost contemporaneously
with the understanding that this particular Thursday
should be devoted lo the discussion of this motion.
Then the hon, gentleman says: “No; we take the day
away for Government business,” although we had reason to
understand, until we heard a8 rumour, two or three hours

ago, that this licensing question, which s a very important

question, upon which the people’s minds and the minds of
hon. members are agitated, would be the cheval de bataille
of the day. Then the hon. gentleman said : I propose to
have this discassion on Monday.” Look at the order paper
for Monday. Among other business there is a very import-
ant Bill, that for the incorporation of the Lnyal Qrange
Association, By this arrangement that Bill will be thrown
over for this Session, because the time for receiving
reports of Private Bills will expire in a few days, after
next Monday and before the following Monday; and if
the measure is postponed over Monday first, it will not
come on effectively this Session. Besides, rumour says the
Government intead to take all succeeding Mondays. The
hon. First Minister has had & conversation with the Minister
of Inland Revenue on the subject I observe, and no doubt
the Orange and Green are quite in sccord as to this dispo-
sition of the matter. Whatever differences may have existed
between the hon. gentlemen & while ago, which resulted in
a painful, though fortunately only a temporary separation,
no difference whatever exisls between them on this subject.
But there is a great deal more than that. There are three
or four pages of important notices of motion in the hanis of
private members, which should come up and ought to be
taken up, but which cannot be effectively debated if the pro-
posal of the Government to take Mondays is carried. I
think the proposition of the hon. gentleman is extremely
objectionable; and 1 move the following amendment :-—

That all_the words after ¢ that”” be omitted, and the following in«
serted : ‘‘ It was arranged across the House that Mr. Honde’s motion on
the Ligquor License Act should be called as the firat item of business, and
before the Government business of this ua, ; that this arravgement
should be observed : that to fix the said discussion for Monday next will
prevent the consideration of much important business in the hands of
private members; that noticea and Orders of the Day be postponed, and
that 1he motion of Mr. Houde be called.””

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman is
quite mistaken in his opinion that there was any arrange-
ment or suggestion of any kind declared yesterday with
respect to this motion, I had no communication with the
hon. gentleman, or with Mr. Houde—

Mr. BLAKE. I do not say that.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD—of any kind; nor was
there any determination come to or expressed by myself, or
so far as I know by any member of the Government. AllL
can say is, that this morning the members of the Govern-
ment had a conversation with Mr, Houde, and it was agrecd
to postpone the motion until Monday and make it thes the
first Order of the Day. I announced some time ago that the
Government were very desirous that the House should be
prorogued by HEaster; and, in order to do this, it is neces-
sary to push forward Government business. It was for that
reason that we took Thursdays. I do not know whether
the day was fixed for the discussion of the license question
before Thursdays had been taken or not, .

Mr. BLAKE. 1 think about the same time.

i Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Then it was an open
ay. '

Mr. BLAKE. Thursday had been taken and perhaps it
vmf1 the same, or the next day, that this arrangement was
made.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Thursday was suggested
by me without recollecting the fact that it had been taken
as a Government day. 1t can be of no consequence whether
the subject be discussed to-day or on Monday ; but I would
ask the House to assist the Government in getting on
with Government business. The hon. gentleman alluded
to a number of notices of motion on the paper. On looking
over them, I find that most of them are for returns, which
may be disposed of on any Government day by taking half
an hour, and it is the common practice on Governmeuvt days,
after considerable progrees has been made with Government
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business, to go over notices of motion and carry those which
are unopposed. I do not think there is much difficulty in
the matter. I think the proposition is a reasonable one.
We will discuss the licensing question fully on Monday, and
after Routine Proceedings, which will be very short, the day
can be devoted to this very important question. I hope the
hon. gentleman will not press his amendment, but aliow us
to go on with businers and discnss the licensing question on
Monday.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). The hon. member for West
Durham has referred to private business, and especially to
the Bill of which I have charge, the Bill to incorporate the
Loyal Orange Association. If the effect of carrying the
motion moved by the leader of the Government is to take
away all Monday next from private members, go as to prac-
tically prevent the moving of the second reading of this
Bill, and if the time for the reception of reports on private
Bills be not extended, I must oppose the motion made by
the leader of the Government, inasmuch as it is my wish
and intention to have a discussion on that Bill and a vote
taken atthe earliest day on which it is possible. On that
occasion no doubt the hon. member for West Darham will
give me his support and aseistance, and with that we will no

oubt succeed in carrying it. ,

Mr. BLAKE. I will express my views fully.

M. CAMERON (Victoria). I hope the hon. gentleman
will support the Bill respecting which he has made many
enquiries during the last few days, and which he now brings
forward as a reason for opposing the mo:ion of the leaier of
the Government. Probubly the difficulty may be got over
by an arrangement being mado to extend another weck the
time for receiving reports of Private Bills, in the event of
time not serving on next Monday for a discussion of the
Orange Bill as well as a discussion of the motion of the hon.
member for Maskinongé (Mr. Houde). It it be underatood
that the time for receiving reports on Private Bills be
extended, I shall have much pleasure in supporting the
motion of the leader of the Government; but except on that
understanding, I shall vote against it.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. First Minister has very
coolly stated that there is no busine s of imuportance in the
notices of motion, and that the Government wiil allow
time to move them as a matter of form. There are a
good many motions on the notice paper in the hands of
private members which are of importance; a good many
motions which hon. members wish to discuss, and in laking
the course proposed the hon. gentleman is depriving a great
many members of an opportunity to present their vioews.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is a notice of moticn.

Mr. CHARLTON. Several of those now on the paper
are most important motions. The hon. gentleman’s pro-
posal will merely allow them to be called and carried with.
out discussion. The course which is being taken is one that
teuds to stifle discussion on important subjects which bon,
members desire to discuss, and which in the interests of the
country should be discussed.

Mr. SPEAKER. Call in the members.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I should like——
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria)., I think—
Some hon. MEMBERS, Order, order.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria), I presume the hon, mem-
ber for West Durham (Mr. Rlake) wishes to exclude the
Orange Bill from being called.

Mr. SPEAKER. Before putting the question to the
House I may say that I wish it to be understood that if a

Sir JoaN A. MAcCDONALD.

membenr changes his seat after the motion is put, he is
liable to have his vote struck out of the division.

Amendment (Mr. Blake) negatived on the following

division :—

Yeas:
Messieurs
Allen, Fleming, Mulock,
Allison (Lennox) Forbes, Q’Brien,
Armstrong, Geoffrion, Paterson (Brant),
Baker (Victoria), Gillmor, Platt,
Béchard, Gunn, Ray,
Bell, Harley, Rinfret,
Bernier, Holton, . Robertson (Shelburne),
Blake, Innes, Scriver,
Bourassa, Irvine, Shakespeare, ‘
Burpee (Sunburyg, King, Somerville (Brant),
Cameron (Huron), Kirk, Somerville (Bruce),
Cameron (Middlesex), Landerkin, Springer,
Cameron (Victoria), Laurier, Sutherland (Oxford),
Oampbeil (Renfrew), ~Lister, Thompson,
Cartwright, Livingstone, Trow,
Casey, Mackenzie, Tyrwhitt,
Casgrain, McCraney, Vail,
Catudal, MecIniyre, Watson,
Charlton, Melsaac, Weldon,
Cockburn, McMullen, Welis,
Cook, MeNell, Wheler,
Davies, Mills, White (Hastings),
Fairbank, Mitchell, Wilson.—70.
F.sher,
Navxs:
Mesgieurs

Abbott, Dodd, McGreevy,
Allison (Hants), Dugas, McLelan,
Amyut, Dundas, Maussue,
Baia (Doulanges), Dapoat, Méthot,
Baker (issi-quoi), Farrow, Moffat,
Beaty, Fortin, Montplaisir,
Bellean, Hoster, Orton,
Benoit, Gagné, Paint,
8enson, Gault, Patterson (Essex),
Bergeron, Ghgault. Pinsonneault,
Bergin, Girouard, Pope,
Bloudeau, Gordou, Reid,
Bossé, Grandbois, Robertson (Hamilton),
Bourbeau, Guilbault, Robzrtson (Hastings),
Bowell, Hackett, Scott,
Breckep, Hali, Small,
Burnham, Hay, Smyth,
Buras, Hezs0n, Stairs,
QCameron, (Inverness), Hickey, Tasse,
Carling, Hilliard, Taylor,
Caron, Homer, Temyle,
Chaplean, Kaulbach, Tilley,
Cochrane, Kilvert, Tupoer (Pictou),
Uolby, Kinuey, Valin,
Coatigan, Kranz, Vanasse,
Coursol, Landry (Kent), Wallace (Albert),
Curran, Landry (Montmagny), Wallace (York),
Cuthbert, Lapgevin, White (Renfrew),

{ Daly, Macdonald (Sir John), Wigle,
Daoust, McDonald(Cape Breton) Williams,
Dawaon, Mackintosh, Wood (Brackvmo?,
Desaulniers, Macmaster, Wood (Westmoreland),
Desjardins, MecMillan (Vaudrenil), Woodworth,
Dickinson, McDougald, Wright.—102.

On the main motion being put,

Mr. MACKENZIE. As I am anxious to relieve the dis-
tress of some hon. gentlemen in the House, I call your
attention, Mr. Speaker, to the fact that this motion is ont of
order. No order can be postponed in this way without
notice being given. Such is the well known Parliamentary
law, and [ can give you a number of cases if you desire.
The motion is practically to put a specific order ahead of
some other orders, and thus deprive members of the pppor-
tunity of proceeding with their motions. I would not be
so anxious to take tho point of order but for my feeling of
sympathy for the hon. member for North Viectoria (Mr.
Cameron), who is always courteous and obliging to myself.

Mr. MITCHELL. I could not hear what the hon.
gentleman said, but I think considering the amount of
private business to be done the Government should have
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hesitated before taking away the only day on which private
menibers will have an opportanity of moving matters with
which they are charged, and it is with deep regret that I
see they have been a%le to get & majority to enable them to
do this. I think it would be well if they would yet consider
whether they will deprive private members of the oppor-
tunity of getting their business before the House:

Mr. MACKENZIE. I am sorry the hon. gentleman did
pot hear me, and I may repest that I was calling attention
to the fact that this motion was out of order. May says:

# When it becomes necessary to disturb the appointed order of busi-
ness, and to give precedence to some important subject of debate, &
special order is made for that purpose. Ifit be desired to ilve priority

. to s notice of motion on any day on which Orders of the Day are
entitled to precedence, notice having been previously given, a motion
jemade that the Orders of the Day be postponed uatil after such notice
of motion.” ;

Now, I have searched the Minutes and I cannot find that
any notice has been given, and, therefore, the motion is
entirely out of order.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am glad to hear it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This motion stands on
the paper as it is. It cannot comse up before Monday and
there is no order of the House that Mr. Hovde's motion
should come up to-day. )

Mr. BLAXKE. No; but of course my hon. friend is right
in the point of order. The motion is one of which notice
is required.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The House has destroyed
that by having decided the matier by a vote.

Mr. BLAKE, No, no. All the House has dome is to
negative an amendment to a motion. That is only a deci-
gion that the House’ shall mot substitute certain words im
the main motion. Now the words in the main motion fall
to tha ground and we are where we were.

Mr. SPEAKER. The point of order having been taken,
and this motion being one of which notice is required, we
will proceed to the Orders of the Day.

EASTERN EXTENSION RAILWAY.

. Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole to-morrow, to cousider
the following Resolution :—

That it is expedient to authorize the Governor General in Qouncil
to acquire for the Dominion, from the Government of Nova Scotia, the
Eastern Extension Railway frem New Glaggow to the Gut of Oanso,
and the Steam Ferry in connection therewith, together with the rights
of the said Province in the Truro and Pictou Branch Railway, for the
som of one million two hundred thousand dollars ($1,200,000), and the
new rollicg stock and equipments of the said railway, for a sum equal
to the cost thereof and charges: the said sums, with interest thereon
at  per cent. per snnum frem the ist October, 1883, to be payable out
of the Gonsolidated Revenne Fund of Canada, after the necessary legis-
lative provigions shall have been made by Nova Scotia for giving effect
to the said acquisition, according to the agreement between the two
Jovernments to that effect, laid before this House on the 6th day of
February, instant.

Motion agreed to.
SUPPLY.

_ Sir .LEON‘ARD TILLEY moved that the House resoive
1ta§lf into Committee of Supply.

Motion agreed to; and the House resolved itself into
Committee,

(In the Committee.)
L. Charges of Management........... ccovesree voneee. $169,123.15

~ Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I thiok it is to be
Egitted that this item is not divided, as it used to be, under
ent heads. The hon. Minister will see that there

are iw;: twenty different items here which are not

 pecessarily connected. I would suggest that in future it

would be convenient to have them divided. I rather thifik
also, that & portion of these sums are voted by Statute,

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It has only been within the
last year or two that it has been considered desirable tp sub-
mit & formal vote to the House. But since that time there
has been no change made in the arrangement. Thaere may
be something in what the hon. gentleman says, akbhough I
do not see that any great inconvenience arises from the
items not being divided, and if it is thought desirmble teo
separate them it will be done.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT., When three or four
subjects not necessarily ¢omnected are connected in this
way, the discussion becomes exceedingly iregular, and more
time is lost than would be if they were divided. T wounld
like to ask the hon. Minister what is the absolute cost fo
the country of managing the savings banks. If'my recol-
lection [serves me,;wWe now borrow some $26,000,000 in
this way, and it is a matter of considerable prastical mement
to know exactly what that costs.}

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I have not yet made the
estimate this year, but I think it was made last year, and
the commission was found to be a little over one gquarter
of 1 per cent.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Of course that variss
‘a8 the debt increases.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It varies from time to fire,
but not very much, as the salaries paid are in proportion to
the amount deposited. The salaries go up to $4004s arute;
I think there are only one or two above that; I think the
highest is $300, and the lowest $200. If the'amount depos-
ited in a bank is small, the commission is a little thore in
proportion than in the larger offices; and as the deposit
increases, and is paid into the larger offices, the commission
becomes less. THe calculation was made sbout two yosrs
ago, and I found that one guarter of one per cent, would
the salaries and all the expenses in comnection with the
savings banks,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In former ysars this
wag not a matter of quite so much importanee, beoause then
the sum borrowed was only about $9,000,000 or $10,000,000
and a large portion of it was borrowed at certain points where
great sums were deposited. But the total number of these
offices has apparently increased very much ; and I would like
to know what the hon. gentleman’s present arrangements are.
Of course, where the salary is so small as $200, there may
be difficulty in getting the right sort of man to take hold of
it. Is there any alteration in the regulations now that the
soms have so much increased? What rule has the hon,
gentleman laid down with respect to these minor offices
where the salary is about, say $200 ? What is the allowance
for contingencies? There must be some.

8ir LEONARD TILLEY, I think not.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon, gentléni¥n
will require to have safés in those offices,

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Perhaps, in some cadés; now
it is so arranged that the banks have branohes in almgst
every important town, and therefore it is only in a few
cases where safes are required. The salaries and’ mode of
B'ayment remain the same as when the hon, gentleman was

inance Minister, the minimum salary being $200 and the
maximum $400, except in one case where the party is not
an officer of the Government., Tt is exceedingly difficult to
get a reliable party, a man who can give the necessary
bonds, who is not holding office under the Governtent, to
take the position for $200 or even $400. We take a.t&f)l-
lector of Customs, especially in the Maritime Provinces,
where this system is more generally in force, and there we

pay from $200 to $400 to the officer who' dischsirges Mat
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duty. Insome cases it is the postmaster, but we have dis-
couraged latterly the appointment of postmasters, because
we have not the same check on them as we have on other
officers. I think there are but two cases where the parties
are not officers, the one in NewWestminster, B.C.,if my mem-
ory serves me right, and there the agent receives $450 or
$500; and the other one in Yarmouth, N.S.,where the person
appointed is not an officer ; and as there is over $500,000
deposited there, he gets $500. All the other salaries range
from $200 to $400, and they are paid on the same principle
as when the hon. member was Finance Minister,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. At Yarmouth thesum
assigned is only $300.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Ithas been increased since
that return, the 1st July.

8ir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then practically
speaking, almost all these men are obliged to deposit in
banks, Is that the general rule ?

Sir LEONARD -TILLEY. Yes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not at all desire
to criticise the management of the savings banks; where
they have increased as largely as they have generally, I am
quite aware some little irregularities occur. We have seen
statements that there have been some losses in connection
with these, but I do not notice any sums put down on
account of losses of savings banks. I would not at all
desire to hold the hon. Minister responsible for any on so
large a business as this for some few losses which may have
occurred, but I would like to know if any have occurred—
I do not mean losses indemnified by the securities.

Sir LEONARD TILLY. There has been two or three
defaulters, I think, in Nova Scotia, and proceedings have
been taken against them. I cannot say what the position
is, but I will enquire and inform the House before Concur-
Nn%.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I should like to know
the amounts and the probable losses.

Mr. DAVIES, Last year I called the attention of the
hon. Minister to the fact that while in Nova Scotia they
have branches in the different counties, in Prince Edward
Island the savings bank is confined to the capital. The
object of these banks is, of course, to enable the
small farmers and labourers and others who have
money saved to deposit it in a place of safety.
As the savings bank institution is carried on in Prince Ed-
ward Island, there is only one office, and that is in the
capital. So far as the wants of capitalists who have money
to invest that is all very well, but as regards the wants of
small farmers and labourers, fishermen and others, living
in remote parts of the Island, it is impossible for them to
take any advantage of the savings banks at all. I would
suggest to the hon. Minister the desirability of establishing
ingtie other counties of the Island branch offices for the pur-
pose of receiving these deposits. If he did, it would be a
very great advantage to those who have money saved.
One of the local banks attempted to meet this want, the
Merchants’ of Halifax, but while thatis a good bank, and
the people have confidence in it, they have not that confi-
dence t}:ey would have in a Government savings bank, It
would be a very great advantage to the people of the
outlying counties if branch offices were established
at Summerside or Souris, either in the post office or else-
where, so that they would enjoy the same facilities which
are enjoyed by the people of Nova Scotia and New Bruns-
wick. 1t is evident that a man who has $2 or $5 to deposit
will not travel 20 or 30 miles to deposit it.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No doubt it would be desir-

able to have these savings banks in every county through-
out the Dominion, but I may state for the information of

Sir Lxonarp TILLEY,

the hon. gentleman, that perhaps not half the counties in
New Brunswick and Nova Scotia have them. They are
established at points where there are considerable numbers of
persons employed, but it wouid not be politic on the part
of the Government to establish too many of these offices,
for the lowest salary that can be paid is $200, and if that
had to be paid in places where there would be only $2,000
or $3,000 deposited, it would make a very high rate of in-
terest. It was intended in the vote of last year to give
another office to Prince Edward Island, and I was under the
impression, and am so still, that an office has been estab-
lished at Summerside, though I am not very positive that
that has been done, Having been consulted with reference
to this by, I think, the representative from that district,
some time ago, I decided that it was & locality where we
would be justified in having an office, and I am under the
impression that an office has been established there ;
but, if it has not been done, I can only say I will enquire
into it, because I was under the impression that it was done,
The other county did not appear to have so large a number
of that class of persons who would be taking advantage of
the appropriation ; but still applications come in from year
to year, and, as the hon. member will see, we are asking for
an additional sum in case it is made out to the satisfaction
of the Department, and. of the Government, that the locality
for which application is made would give the advantage to
a consideragle number of persons, and that the amount
deposited would be such as would warrant the Govern-
ment in making such an arrangement. If in a locality,
such as the hon. gentleman speaks of, first, there are parties
whom it would be important and desirable to benefit by
such facilities, and, in the next place, the amount deposited
probably be enough to justify the Government in paying the
$200, then it will be applied there. The hon. gentleman
will see that it might easily be a loeing operation, and no
doubt there would be any number of applications if it was
supposed that it was only necesary to ask for the $200 to
have it appropriated. Summerside has been provided for,
or was intended to be provided for, and this vote proposes
to give a small sum for the purpose of opening some addi-
tional offices.

Mr. VAIL. The Finance Minister might extend this
system & little further than he has, with great benefit to
the people and without any loss to the revenue. There are
some counties peculiarly situated, and I refer especially to
the county I represent. It is divided by a bay 30 or 40
miles long,. running through the centre of the
county, and one portion of the people are cut off
from the maiunland, and they have no banking
facilities at all. There are many thousand people
in this section of the country, mostly fishermen, who are
earning a certain amount weekly and receive their money
every week, and it would be a great advantage to these peo-
ple to have the opportunity of investing their money in that
way. I hope he will take this matter into consideration,
and, if he can see his way clear, give them the ‘benefit of a
savings bank at Westport.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We have one in your county,

Mr. VATL. Yes, two, one at Digby and one at Wey-
mouth, but this neck of land extends over 40 miles, where
the people are entirely cut off, and they are very much in
want of something of this kind, as thers is no banking
agency at all amongst them. )

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the hon. gentle-
man lay down any limit? He said very truly that it would
never pay to receive a few thousand dollars, and pay an
official $200 and the contingent expenses, which must be
more or Jess, for the purpose of 8o small a deposit. Does
he lay down any limit ? In Nova Scotia, I observe there
are no less than thirty of these savings banks, and, although
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those at Halifax and at Yarmouth have large deposits, the
remainder can hardly, I should think, have an average——

Mr. VAIL. Yes, they have.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRICHT, Whatsum would they
have on an average ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY.' I do not know what the aver-
age is.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. He will see that it
would require very nearly $100,000 to keep the expenditure
within a quarter per cent. I would like the Minister to
take & note, and, at Concurrence, if he will be good enough,
to bring down a memorandum showing the total expendi-
ture for savings bank purposes. That, of course, would in-
clude that portion of the expenses of his own department
which might properly be chargeable to savings banks. If
1 am not mistaken a good deal of the vote for contingencies
and a good deal of the general vote are incurred in conse-
quence of the savings bank expenditure. There is aspecial
branch to look after it, I think, This is now becoming a
very important thing. There are $26,000,000 of money
borrowed at call, and they have to be looked after. What
is the arrangement now as to odd days? Is it the same as
it was in former times ? What notice does he require ? Is
it the same as before ? .

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes, the same as formerly;
but we seldom hold thein to that. There is a certain num-
ber of days during which we are not bound to pay it. We
have made one change since the hon. gentleman was
Finance Minister. At that time they received the interest
from the day the money was received to the day it was
paid A change has been made in that respect. If it is
paid in the early part of the month, they receive no interest
for that month, but commence at the first of the month
following, and, if it is paid at the end of the month they do
not receive anything. There must be a full month. They
receive nothing for the portion of the month the money 1is
paid in, or the portion of the month in which it is drawn
out. In every other respect, it remains just the same as it
was before,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No matter how long
it remains on’deposit.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No matter how long. We
found in some cases some parties in the towns were using
it as a bank account, to some extent, and therefore it was to
check that that we foumnd this was necessary. We reduced
the amount to $3,000, and made this a condition, and there
was not the same inducement to do that.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Allow me to under-
stand. If a man pays in money on the 15th of one month,
and six months afterwards draws it out on the 15th, he
would loose fifteen days at each end ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. He would lose a month,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not object to that.
I think the hon. Minister is dealing very liberally with the
public, and 1 do not at all object to that. The more import-
ant question, however, comes up here. We have now
$26,000,000; we may have more ; the hon, Minister thinks,
I believe, we will have more. Of course, in prosperous times,
the Minister understands that nobody supposes there will be
any great amount of withdrawal, but, should the times be-
come less prosperous, then a considerable amount of with-
drawaltx:]ilghl: oceur. I would like to know exactly how at
present the hon. gentleman proposes to meet possible with-
drawals? He has altered, if I remember angl(t::,s to a very
considerable extent the provisions made in my time for re-
taining a large amount of gold over and above what the
immediate wants of the girculation required. I had retained

that partly with a view to meet just such contingencies as
I allude to, and they might be much more formidable now
than in the earlier days, seeing that our savings bank def
posits are double or triple what they were then. I notice
that, by the retarns, a certain amount of the guarantee
which, I think, has not yet been used—the English Im-
perial guarantee—is held by the Minister. That, I suppose,
is intended to take the place of gold, and to be sold if re-
quired ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That, of course, so far,
is good enough ; but does the hon. Minister make any s
cial reserve with respect to this $26,000,000, except this
guarantee of £500,000 or £600,000 sterling, whichever it is?
How does he propose to meet a possible contingency of that
kind ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is well known to the House
that the law was amended in this respect. Previous to
1879, 25 per cent. of the circulation —so far as that is con-
cerned this is a separate question, but not separate exactly—

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. 1t is not altogether
separate.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Not altogether separate—25
per cent, of the circulation was held in gold. That was
amended by reducing the amount of gold to 15 per
‘cent., and 10 per cent. was held in Dominion debentures
guaranteed by the Government, and that was arranged
so that, at any time, if necessary, we could fall
back upon .that £600,000 sterling to meet any demands
that might be made after the gold was exhausted. We do
more than that. As to the savings banks, I do not
feel so much alarmed about that, when I inform the hon,
gentleman that, from 1874 to 1879, when you would have
supposed—particularly during a portion of that period—
that the amount probably might be reduced in the savings
banks, the amount was increased $2.800,000, which, of
course, was about equivalent to the interest. The hon.
member will himself recollect that he was not called upon
during all his five years of office to provide for the savings
bank.y Therefore, I think this is a fair inference, although
the amount is larger and we are, perhaps, more likely to
have a considerable call. But I do not feel any doubt or
hesitation about that. I am satisfied that we will have no
difficulty in that respect, even though we should experience
the difficulties that were experienced from 1874 to
1879. But there is another reason why we should
hold in reserve, to a certain extent, as we do in the
banks, not less, as a rule, than §2,000,000-—we may
require it for ordinary expenditures. At the present mo-
ment exchange is very high, there is likely to be a demand
for gold, and our circulation may be reduced to some extent.
Under these circumstances the Government, as our pre-
decessors did, keep a very considerable amonnt deposited in
the banks, not only to meet the savings bank caYl(:sif that
was necessary—which I am satisfied it will not be—but to
meet the demands for gold. In addition to the 25 per cent.
in gold, and to the guaranteed debentures which can be con-
verted into gold at short notice, there is always in the hands
of the Government, lying principally in the Bank of Mon-
treal, a considerable sum to meet any such demand should it
occur. Therefore, we do not allow these deposits to get
below a certain point if we can help it, in order to meet any
emergency.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Besides the gold, which
I think is about $3,000,000 is it not ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY.
$2,000,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Of course the hon.
gentleman must remember that under the present policy

Yes; probably, over
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he is becoming o a very great extent the sole custodian of
the gold reserve of the country. Every bank return shows
that more and more. He hasgot to furnish gold on a certain
call to an extent which was not known in former years.
However, what I want to know is how much he proposes to

. hold? He has now got about $42,000,000 in the savings
bank, and in Dominion notes payable at call. That is about
the position, roughly.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Forty per cent. is held by the
banks—about $10,000,000 of it. That cannot be presented
and payable on call very well.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. They are only com-
pelled to hold it in certain contingencies. The hon. gentle-
man will remember that that contingency is one which may
or may not occur—we are speaking of possible contingen-
cieg, What I want to ascertain is exactly how much the
hon. gentleman thinks it is necessary to hold in reserve.
He has his $3,000,000 in gold; he has got £600,000 ster-
ling and the guaranteed 4 per cent. of the Imperial Govern-
ment, which of course, are as good as gold, and I have no
doubt he could use them as floaters at a2n hour’s notice.
Besides that he has a special reserve of $2,000,000 which
he proposes to keep for meeting just such demands. Now,
there is-one point on which I think the hon. gentleman’s
memory is at fault. In my time they altered the law, so that
for certain amounts notes were issued. You must hold gold
for the whole amount of extra issue. It was not nearly 25
per cent,; and after a certain point you had to hold
gold for every dollar you issued, and that he did
away with. Well that was of no great consequence so long
as these deposits remained small, but it becomes another

uestion when they run up to sums like $42,000,000. Now,

do not think the hon. gentleman, as I said, is in any very
great.risk of having to provide large sums for redeeming
circalation; I think his precauntions are probably sufficient
for that. But the other matter is of somewhat more conse-
q:::ce, I want to ascertain about what the hon. gentleman
thinks is the cost to the country of borrowing money
thorough savings banks. There is first the 4 per cent.;
there. is next what he says is 1 per cent., that is 41 per cent.
that it costs us. Is this amount of $2,000,000 intended to
be held always at interest or not ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. These are Dominion bonds
bearing 4 per cent., therefore.there is no interest.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
speaking of what he keeps in the banks to meet these
special demands.

Bir LEONARD TILLEY. That is 4 per cent.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. So that there is no
loss upon that; so that we might then consider that suppos-
ing the reserve to be sufficient—of which I am not quite
sure; probably future events will disclose that—from 4} per
cent, to 4} per cent. according to his calculation, will cover
the cost to the country of borrowing this money. That is his
calculation ?

8ir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.

8ir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But that is on the
hypothesis that $2,000,000 will be sufficient. Well, Sir, I
86p hore some little increases made. By the way I suppose
the Winnipeg allowance is an allowance for the extra ex-
pense of living at Winnipeg. A

‘Bir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes; of course it is more
expensive living there than it is in Ottawa, but the impres-
sion is thet that state of things will not always continue,
because when the country is opened up fuel and other articles
will be more in accordance with what is charged here.
Thierefore it Was not desirable to fix the salary permanently
at & higher rate, because, as the hon. gentleman knows well

8ir RicEARD CARTWRIGHT.

In that case I am

it is difficult to cut it down again when once you haye
established it. Therefure the principle was adopted of
paying about the same rate of salary as is paid here, and
then giving a certain percentage as board allowanpe, vary-
ing it according to the amount of salary, thqqih thasy;};u_
salaries receive a larger percentage than the higher salaries.
We gave what was consideretl about sufficient to. pay. the
additional expense of living there, and we can regulate the
scale. At the present time it is not as expensive as it was
a year ago, and therefore there is not as much paid to some
of the officers.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
says it is not as expensive as it was & year ago, but -he
asks for $560 more. .

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. That is for an offieer who
has been in the North-West a long time, I presume. Length
of service entitles most of the officers to an increase.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. But the hon. gentle-
man will see that the increase ought to bave been among
the $5,700, in the line above.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. That is just what he would
receive if he were here; he would receive that §50, although
the amount paid additional has no reference to this. That
is what he would be entitled to here,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
does not understand me. He said the board allowance was
made to meet the expenses of living in Winnipeg, which, he
said, had been decreased, and that is true. They are less
now than they were a year ago, a8 I can answer from my
own personal knowledge. But notwithstanding that, he
has increased this board allowance. His argument would
have been quite good if it had been to increase the perma-
nent allowance.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. That is not the board allow-
ance. I think it is an increase of salary without reference
to board allowance, It is probably in the wrong place.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I see an increase of
$1,000 for Victoria. What is the cause of that ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. An additional officer.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is there only one sav-
ings bank there ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There is one in Victoria, one
in Nanaimo, and one in New Westminster—three in all, A
very large sum is deposited in Victoria..

Mr.VAIL. 1 find from the return of the savings banks of
Nova Scotia that in thirteen of them there has been an in-
crease of $100,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I perceive here an in-
crease of $1,300. I sumse that is due to the increased
number of officers that hoa. gentleman employs,

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes, in part. The hon. gen-
tleman will see that, according to the scale of salaries, they
range from $200 to $400, If an officer was receiving $200,
and the deposits increased to $30,000 or $40,000. then he
would be entitled, under the scale, to recsive another $100.
The hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail), has just now point-
ed out that there has been a large increase in Nova Scotia,
and it is the cause of the increase thronghout the country
generally that these parties are entitled to an increased
salary of $50 or $100, as the case may be, according to the
increase of deposits. ~

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Can the hon. gentle-
man state the total amonnt of deposits in the savings baaks ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I think the last return showed
$26,000,000, and since then $1,750,000, in round numbexs,
has been added over the withdrawals. o
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Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHY. The hon. ge
while the discussion was proceeding, said something about
not desiring to mix up the post office system with the
savings bank eystem, more particularly under his own con-
trol, Whai was the .special reason for making that state-
ment? Beesuse it oceorred :te me that many of iii;ihe post

fces in outlying piaces were very: eomvenient offices in
?vhioh to max;y:;% saviogs banks,rymd :it could be done
cheaply. v

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Where defalcations have taken
place they have been almost exclusively committed by post-
masters, not under the Post Office savings bank arrange-
ment, but where they were agents for the Finance Depart-
ment. These were effected in this way. Notices are sent
from the Department to the depositors every quarter, stating
the condition of their sceounts. A postmaster who had
not entered a deposit, when hesawithis lotter come from
the Finance Department at Ottaws,- destroyed it; and the
result'was that we did ot obsxin information. until the
defalestion had takenplave. Tt wss thus in the power of
the postmaster to imtarcept communiontions between depos-
itors and the Gowersment, sod in that 'way the difBeulty
occurred in the tweo or theee sases to which I heve referred

Mr. DAVIES, T observe that the Finance Minister has
returned over .330 Post Office savings banks in the
Dominion, Perbaps the hon, gentleman will give some
information respectipg the system in tho Maritime Pro-
Vinces.

Sir LEONARD THLLEY. We had in the Maritime Pro-
vinees 8 different system from that which existed {n Ontario
and Quebec. In the latler two Provinces it was mainly
ca:ried on through the Post Office Department.and was un-
der the directions of the Sostmaster General. In the lower
Provinees we had a different system of Goverment savings
banks; these have been countinwed and still exist. The
Post Office Department has not -established cffices becaure
we have made other armangements, ard their cstablishment
would ontail additional, expense.

Mr. DAVTES. 1 am anxious to-have the Post Office
system extended to the Maritime Provinees if possible, 1
see that the average -expense of the PostOffice savings
banks is 4} per cent. Tt does not appear to cost more than
under the system in force in the Maritime Provinces.

Mr. BLAKE. Isit the working classes who use these
savings banks in the Maritime Provinces ?

Sir LEONARD MLLEY. Yes,
Mr, VAIL. With the exception of Halifax and St. John»

no large sums are deposited. It might be an advantage to

decrease the amount allowed to be deposited $3,800, and in-
crease. the number of savimgs banks,

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Thatisthe principle onwhich
we have acted. When the hon gentleman was in the Gov-
ernment he took $10,000 from one depositor. We have re-
duoed the limit to0 £3,000.8nd have thus goneon in the direc-
dion indiented.

Mr, VAIL. I am notfinding fault;

Mr. DAVIES. The hon, gentleman is doing very well.
In the Maritime Provinces capitalists formerly used the sav-
ings banks-for the investment, of very Jarge suma, and many
trustees who had amounts of $10,000 were glad to have the
privilege of investing them-ghere.. I know many instances
myself of this kind. I think the c'han%;a made is a desir-
able one, being in the. direction of enabling the people to
take advantage ot these banks for their depesits,

Mr. VAIL. 1 mentioned oue case last year where a
party had $30,000 invested in the bank; $10,000 in his own

name, %‘iiO,OWsih,in&wiers namg, 85d.$19,000 in the yames.

of his children,

leman,

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The moment it came to the.
notice of the Department it was ordered to be paid back.

Mr. DALY. The hon. gentleman will not say that this
was & permanent investment, beeause if it is the
case to which refcrence wns made, the money was there
only for a time waiting investment of a more permanent
character, Such instances are known—and they have
come within my personal knowledge—where money is
invested in the savings bank until investment in mortgages
or otherwise at a higher rate of interest are offered. I do
not think savings banks are used to a large extent in the
manner suggested.

Mr. VAIL. There is not the same necessity for giving
them privileges of this kind as there is for the poorer clssses
who depo-it their mouey for safe keeping, or as a pcrmanent
imvestment.

Mr. STAIRS. I would like to ask the Firance Minister
whether there is to be any provision for oponing o eavings
bankin Dartmeuth, There has been a strong memorisl
presented on that subjeet, and [ think a good case has been
made out. Though Halifax is near to Dartmouth the hours
in that office are such that the people of Dartmouth cannet
use it to any extent without considerable cost. I hope if it
is not provided for in these Estimates the Government will
consider it during the revcess and make provi.ion for it next
year,

_ Mr. DAVIES. If the town of Dartmouth, which is so olose
to Halifax,.that you can cros: over to it for ono or twe
cents, is to have & savings bank, what is to bo said of large
countics where there are 40,050 or 50,000 f{armers who are
perhaps 40 miles swoy from & savings bank ?

Mr, STATRS. We will endeavour to get a savings bank
in Dartmouth if we possibly can, as 1 think it is needed,
and I suppose farmers who are living 40 or 50 miles away
from savings banks should have them too.

Mr. HESSON. I concur in the desirability of giving al
possible facilitics for people to make these deposits, and
aithough 4 per cent. is paid on these deposits, and one
quarter per cent. for cost of management, it would still repre-
<ept a much cheaper rate as a loan to the Government than
anythirg they can get in a foreign mearket. 1 notice that
about $23,000 is paid for eomi.iissions on the payment of
interest by our agents in the old country, and tkat would
be saved by obtaining the loan hers. By giving facilities
for deposits in these banks, we not only get our money at a
cheaper rate of interest, but the interost remainsin the
country instead of being exported. I thiuk that in that re-
gard there has been a great improvement within the last fow
years, as our foreign indebtedress has to some extent be-
come & homeindebtedness, and I hope further efforts will be
made in that direction as quickly as possible. I am informed
that money is becoming chkeap to-day, and that the banks
will not take money oun the understanding that they are to
pay anvthing like 3 or 4 per cent.; and as the depositors in

Bavings banks are limited to from $1,000 to $3,000, they

are the class whom we should encourage iuto a system of
saving. For these reasons, I think that every possible
faeility should be given to sach depositors,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I may noint out that
the cost is $65,000 on 826,000,000 ; whereas the cost on the
$100,000,060, wbhich is about what is represented by
$4,000,000, is about $23,000. So the hon, gentleman will
see that there is 8 marked difference between the sam paid
in that respect for the management of the debt and the sum
paid here. I would like to asik the hon, Minister what he
propo-es to do should the interests on money at call fall, as
it has done before, cousiderably beluw 4 per cent. At the
present moment I do not think that difficulty is likely to
arise because my information differs from that of t’h*e{on.
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gentleman who has just spoken. I think there is no diffi-
culty in getting 4 per cent, in the banks just now, but
they may reduce it as they did before.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I may say that there is no
intention at present to reduce the rate of interest paid to
the people of the country who deposit their small earnings
with the Government.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No matter whether the
rate obtainable in the open market falls or not ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. When that time arrives we
will judge of the qucstion as we have judged at present. 1
may say that parties do not really receive 4 per cent,
because as I stated before, if the money is deposited in the
middle of the month and paid out in the middle of another
month, there would be one month’s interest lost in, say, six
months, The Government consider it to be & matter of
vital importance that there should be institutions sueh as
these, where parties having small earnings may put them
for safety. In the next place if there was a loss sustained,
we believe the country would justify usin incurring that small
loss rather than that we should withdraw from the people
the advantages they now possess. At present there is not
such a state of the money market as would warrant us in
asking that depositors should receive less than 4 per cent.
under the conditions which I have stated. As to the
question of my hon. friend from Halifax (Mr. Stairs)
we have an amount to cover the opening of such new offices
as the Government may consider it wise and proper to estab-
lish. So far, however, we have not seen our way clear to
give Dartmouth an olfice, owing to its proximity to Hali
fax, where we have officers paid by the year who can take
this money without additional expense. I cannot say what
our decision may be in the future,

Mr, HESSON. What I said with reference to the pay-
ment of commissions on the interest paid in the foreign
market of 84,750,000 is perfeetly correct, and I might have
added the additional expense in obtaining the loan in the
first instance in the old country, because I understand
that no loans are quoted without paying commissions to
float them. When this is added to the 4 per cent. it will
make it more than the 4} per cent. we are now paying to
our own people. The more we encourage our citizens to
deposit in the Government savings banks, the better.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. So far as it goes;
although it is not very profitable for us to have our own
people lending us money at 4} per cent, if we could borrow
it at 3% per cent. on the other side, particularly as this
money, which is practically taken ont of the wage fund of
the country, will require to be replaced to a very great
degree by other moneys borrowed at a much higher rate of
interest outside of the country, There are two sides to the
question, as the hon. gentleman will perceive, I quite
agree that it is not desirable that the Government of the
country should violently or frequently change the rate of
interest; but that is a matter which ought to be very care-
fully considered. I was not speaking of an imaginary
case, but of an actnal case, that while the banks
would not give more than 3 per cent. on deposits,
the hon. Minister was paying 4 per cent. I would go a
good way to encourage the deposits of the poorer classes ;
but there comes up a question which my hon. friend raised
whether the limit of $3,000 is not too large. A man who has
$3,000 to his credit in hard cash is not to be considered a
very poor man, and for that reason among others I think
the hon. Minister would do well toconsider the guestion of
decreasing the rate. The House ought to understand that
the hon. Minister is paying largely above the market value
of money, whether at 4} or 4} per cent. If he could
succeed, as he intimated to wus, in borrowing money st 3}
per ce.nt.ﬁx!England, he is still paying largely in excess of

Sir_RiomARD CARTWRIGHT.

the market value, making allowance for commissions and
other charges, I would be glad if the hon. Minister would
just briefly state how he stands just now with relation to our
London agents. .

Sir LEONARD TILLEY., The hon, gentleman knows
that the commission we pay is 4 per cent. upon the coupons
as they fall due, because that was his own arrangement.
The hon. gentleman says that I stated that I expected to
get money at 3% per cent. I did not say that. I stated
the other day that agents advised us to issue a short loan at
ten years at 4 per cent., because the redemption of the other
would not be at par, but about equivalent to our 4 per cent.
loan ; but when that 4 per cent. loan matured our 3} per
cents, would probably be atpar. I did notintend to convey
that money could be got at 3% per cent.

Mr. BLAKE. Ithink the real practical question at this
moment is the maximum. There is no doubt that the pre-
sent rule has been abused; that is, that other persons than
those for whose special benefit these savings banks are es-
tablished avail themselves of them ; and it is not to be for-
gotten that the observation the hon, gentlemau made with
regard to minor losses of interest through the broken periods,
applies more to the cares of the smaller depositors than
the larger. The larger deporitors, who can make their own
arrangements, and who use these savings banks as a means
of investment, are very likely to divide at the end or begin-
ning of the month and loose very little in that way ; but the
smaller depositor, who wants a savings bank to put his
money into, who cannot derive any profit from his money
unless he does so, and who requires more hurriedly to take
it out, is the person who is most likely to be the loser by
the broken periods. Thatis an added reason for reducing
the maximum. It was formerly found that $10,000 was too
large, and it was reduced to its present figure; but it is said
that sums are broken now, and stand in the names of differ-
ent depositors, though belonging to one person. That is a
dishonourable arrangement, and the circumstance that it
exists under the present limit of $3,000 is an indication that
you may still farther reduce the limit without exposing
yourself to any more danger than at present, Perhaps when I
said it was a dishonourable practice,l used too strong a word
itisan evasion, at any rate, of the regulation. I think, there-
fore, that what we have to consider is whether the policy
of the Government, in reducing the maximum from §i0,000
to $3,000, should be extended further or not. I agree with
my hon. friend that when you get up to $3,000, you get
beyond the point at which we can talk of the working
classes. So far as my experience goes, if a workingman
has over §3,000, he invests it, and very properly so, in a
homestead or in real estate, instead of putting it into a sav-
ings bank. ‘

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Our agents have an instruc-
tion that if a person brings in a large sum to be deposited,
it is to be taken for a long time, in erder to check the prac-
tice referred to.

Mr, STAIRS. I donot think the limit at present fixed
is too high. I know cases in which mechanics in Halifax
have the savings of a lifetime in the savings bank, and to
whom it would be & great inconvenience to have to take
their money out.

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

After Recess.

The House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

Mr, BLAKE, There are accounts and papers with refer-
ence to & eonsiderable and probably long standing defalca-
tion in the savings banks, as I understand the statements
in the papers, and I am anxious to know if any defect has
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been discovered in the system of audit for which we are
asked to pay and whether any change has boen made in
consequence of these defalcations ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Some six or nine months ago,
with reference to the Audit Department, a change took
place which led to the discovery to which the hon. gentle-
man refers. That is now in process of litigation and we
cannot say what the resuwlt will be. Of course therp may
be a very considerable deficit.

Mr. BLAKE. Itis found there was some weakness in the
system which before prevailed. I am not blaming the hon.
gentleman, for I suppose he continued the old system.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes, but the Deputy Minister
of Finance thought it might be amended, and new regula-
tions were adopted, which led to the discoveries referred to.

Mr. BLAKE. Were they with reference to the audit.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes; and I will bring the new
regulations down.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Some years ago I called
the hon. gentleman's attention to the large amount of the
Sinking Fand. That has since increased considerably.
With reference to his intentions, or his expectations,
if he prefers to call them 8o, with respect to
the new loan, the hon. gentleman in making his
explanations said nothing about his intentions with respect
to the Sinking Fund. I should like to know whether he
]ﬁ\r;)poses to continue the policy of having a large Sinking

ud, in view of the new loans he contemplates making. It
‘appears to me the time has come when the Sinking Fund
can be fairly dropped. Other nations have none, and our
standing is good enough not to require it any longer. It is
clear this Sinking Fund is becoming a serious incubus in more
ways than one. It is now $1,250,000, and it has this serious
disadvantage, that it raises the nominul price of our bonds
beyond their genuine value, which is not desirable. We
are obliged to purchase back many of these bonds at avery
considerable premium, and for this reason I came to the
conclusion some years ago that it is desirable that we should
have no more Sinking Funds, as the credit of the country is
sufficient to dispense with them. What is the policy ofthe
hon. gentleman on that point going to be ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The bon. gentleman says he
came to the conclusion some years ago to have no sinking
fand. From 1874 to 1878 he did not put that in practice,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Of course not.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Therefore I did not take the
course proposed. There is something to be said on both sides,
During the time the hon. gentleman was in office he, look-
ing at both sides of the case, took the und that, on the
whole, it was better to have a Sinking Fund. In that re-
spect, I agreo with him. There are advantages and disad-
vantages, but under the circumstances and seeing there is
not one of t_he‘ Colonies issuing loans without a Sinking Fund,
I purpose, in the next loan, following in the steps of my
illustrious predecessor.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
gentleman is making a serious mistake. I find the Sinking
Fund is nearly double what it was in my time, baving risen
from $500,000 to nearly $1,400,000. It is quite a different
thing to have a sinking fund of $500,000 and one of
$1,400,000; moreover there is this very great difference,
that I was then establishing a new system of loans—of 4
per cent. loans—and moreover the American securities were
being offered in the market at precisely the same price as I
obta.iz.md for the loans I floated. Now the American
securities are vastly ahead of ours. Their 4} per cents.were
then being offered in the markets at par, while our 4’s were
being offered at 90. Now the circumstances are different,

I think the hon.

and moreover money is cheaper now than it was then.
And, although of course the hon, Minister must follow his
own judgment in that matter, [ regret to hear him say that
he is not disposed to consider the question of dropping the
Sinking Fund. I think that, in more ways than oue, it is a
gerious error to continue it, but it is for him, of course, to
decide, on his responsibility. It is my business only to call
attention to the fact that the Sinking Fund has swollen to
nearly $1,500,000, which, in the practical operation, meaus
that we have to purchase our 4 per cents, at premiums of 4
or b all the time. I donot think thatis a very profitable
transaction for us, and besides it is open to the two objec-
tions I have mentioned —you keep your securities at a point
beyond their genuine value, and that is not a desirable thing ;
and you add unnecessarily, which is & point he may well
congider, to the nominal expenditure of this country. Of
course, if he is going to take any action, he has got to make
it pretty soom, because he will probably bave, within the
next two years, to borrow a pretty large sum of money ; and
it is for that reason that I call attention to it now,

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Ido not see the connection
between the statement made by the hon, gentleman and the
propriety of changing the policy. He justifies himself for
not adopting the policy he now recommends, because Ameri-
can securities were nearer the rate at which our securities
were. I do not see that that has anything to do with it at
all, It makes no difference whatever to us. If American
securities were double what they are, it would not affect our
position one iota, it would not affect it to the extent of one
cent. Then, if he makes the statement with the view of
showing that our securities have not advanced in the
same proportion as the United States securities, if
that is the object he has in view, he knows
perfectly well the reason which has led to the increase in
the value of American securities. The Government have
been paying them off at the rate of $100,000,000 a year, and
certain securities, by the American law, are absolutely
necessary in order to secure the bank circulation; so the
fact that they are diminigshing in number and the increased
demand have increased their value. It does not bear on
the question of the advisability of our having a sinking fund
or not. The Sinking Funds will be less this year than be-
fore, becanse about $5,000,000 or $6,000,000 will be taken
up of the sinking fund in the present year. Of course they
are maturing, and they are held now by the Government;
but, as I stated before, I cannot see any circumstances at the.
present time that at all change the reasons or make it desir-
able that it should be done now more than when the hon.
gentleman had charge of the financial affairs of the Dominion,
They were then about $900,000 or $1,000,000; this year
perhaps they will be about $1,250,000; but that does not
affect the caseat all. The question is simply this, what
woul | we receive for the debentures if they were placed on
the market if they had no sinking fund provided for them ?
They would not bring the same price, and that must be
taken into account as to the loss We sometimes sustain by
buying these at a sum in advance of what we sold the de-
bentures for, and that is a guestion to be congidered in ret-
tling this point with noreference whatever to the value of
American securities.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think I can explain
to the hon, gentleman, or at any rate to many members of
this House, that it made a very considerable difference when
Iwasoffering my loans. The price investors will give depends
upon the irice tor which they can obtain as good securities
in the market, and,when theAmerican Republic were offering
their securities at a certain figure, it was not very easy
for the Canadian Government to get a higher rate.” The
hon. gentleman cannot fail to see the connection. What
investors look at is the value of money and the number of
other securities that are offered, and there is therefore a
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strong eonmection between the price to be obtained for
Canadian 4 per cents. and the price to be obtained for

Amwerican 4} per cents. As to the other point which be

raises, I admit frankly that it is a point for mature comr
gideration, I sm net pressing upon the hon. Minister to
act coutrary to his own judgment, but I am pointing
out one or two reasons why, in iy opinion, it is
advisable even to lose a point or two rather than to go
on paying a large additional sum every year—4% per cent.,
as far a8 we are concerned, instead of 4 per cent.
he must do exactly as he decides. It is for him
to woigh the various difficulties, in the way of nego-
tiating loans, and for him to decide. That is
his  business. My business, however, is to call
his attention and that of the House to the fact that our
Sinking Fund is larger than, I think, that of any other
State of similar size at the present moment. He may be
aware—] am pot—of a State with an equal amount of
secutities on the market, that has an equally large “Sinkinf
Fund, and he must see that using this$1,250,000, which will
go on increasing all the time, in this way, is not a very
desirable thing. I am not proposing to abolish the Sink-
ing Fund altogether, even if it were possible,
that. He is bound to go on with the Sinking Fund in the
majority of these loans up to 1894 or 1895, I think. WhatI
say iy, the ‘Sinking Fund which will be at his disposal, under
present arrangements, is so large, that it would be wise for:
him not to add to it, and to endure even a slight loss—and:
I believe it would be a very slight loss, ifany at all—in
congequence.

Mr. HESSON. This is the first time I ever heard objec”
tion being taker to securities being strengthened by a Sink-
ing Fund,

SiryRICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then you know very
little about it.

Mr. HESSON. I think I have had as much experience
in regard to Sinking Funds as the ex-Finance Minister, per-
haps. not in a large way, but in a small way, and we must
judge from experience, We know, that if you put securities
into. the market without any provision for a Sinking Fund,
you will not get as good a price as if there was such a pro-
vision. I do not think it is any mistake for the Govern-
ment Lo invest in their own securities. Itis simply retiring
their owa securities every year to a cerlain cxtent, and it
. strengthens the value of their securitiesabroad. Ithink the
hon. gentleman established a very good precedent when he
established that, and perhaps under more trying circum-
stances than the country is now called upon to pass through.
I think it would be uowiss to abandon & policy which has
been found to answer so well in municipalities, where I think
they mansge these things as carefully as anywhere olse.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am sorry to differ
with my hon. and experienced friend, but I will say this—
he will understand it is not a question of dispensiug with
the Sinking Fund altogether. Under our arrangements, a
very large Sinking Fund indeed will be applied to the pay-
ment of our securities for the next twenty-four or twenty-five
years. I have very great doubts whether, in our position, a
Sinking Fund is any longer wanted, and 1 have very great
doubts whether it would add to any appreciable exient to
the priee we would get, while it undoubtedly will add to the
burdens of the people of this country, because he must
remember that every dollar unnecessarily taken from the
people involves a greater loss than is represented by every
dollar that goes into the Treasury. But we are not discussing
the question of abolishing the Sinking Fund. For the next
generation, at all events, we will have alwaysa large Sinking
Fund, which will go on increasing. It goes into an accumu-
lated fund, and the interest is always added, and I say that, as
it stands, is quite enongh,and there is.no need to add to it

Sir RioEARD CARTWRIGHT.

f course,

He cannot do.

any further. I found the Sinking Fund increasing more
than I thought desirable, and I did not hesitate o state -to
the Minister of Finance that I had determined ‘myself
and would have supported him, in 1880, or in 1879, if he had
pleased, in'dispensing with the Sinking Fund from $hat ¢ime
out, ‘I admit there is- sdmething to be said on both sides,
but T think the advantages of the Sinking Fand'are out-
weighed by the additional burden on the people, especiaily
as we will not-disgensefw'ieh' the Stikidg Fand ora miflien
and more applicable to it for many yesrs.

‘ CIVIL GOVERNMENT. '
?. The Governor General’s Secretary’s Office..... $9,710 00

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There is an annual increase
1o one messenger, $30 ; there is a decrease in the third: class
olerks-of $100, and an increase of §50 to the chief clerk—on
the whole a decrease ef about $20, if you deduet the ameant
of appropriation last year to C. C. Jones, made ander pecu-
Tiar circamstances. The law provides that in the abseace
of an official, a chief clerk, for instance, the next on the
list discharges the duties and receives the salary. - In this
 case the chief clerk, a Mr, Stewart, died, and the Aet.does
not provide for that, and we took a vote of $145.te pay him
the amount. :

Sir RECHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose these $3,000
are distributed for Aides-de-camp at theTpleasure of His Ex-

Ucellency.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.

Sir- RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. A questien was raiseds
I think it was last year, whether it wonld net be advisable
to have a gentleman boru, or at least brought up, i Canada
attached as one of these Aides-de-camp. There isa good deal
to be said for that, in my opinion, although, of course, it is
also very proper that His Kxcellency should have with him
-such officers as he may please to bring.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY, I do not recollect any refer-
ence being made to that subject last year, but there is a good
deal in what the hon. member says. Of course, the Governor
General’s wishes must be considered in the matter. But
while there is a good deal to be said in favourof the'a
Eointment of a Canadian, still I do not think that it should

e laid down asa fixed rule.

Mr. BLAKE. 1 was going to say something to the same
-effoct.  Of course, His lgx'uellency’s Aides-de-camp are a part
of his family, and it is'very reasonable and natural that he
should hawve the seleotion.of tham, but'I have no doubt that
his own comfort and the efficieney of his office, in some
not unimportant respeats, would be greatly promoted
if we were-to recur to the old system, In the old Provinee
of Canada we had a Provincial Aides-de-camp, and I have no
doubt whatever, that a native officer who was thoroughly
acquainted with the.peaple of the country, and could teach
the new comers of the S%aﬂ;,ani inform those in anthority
on many important.points, would be very conducive to the
easy working of the office. I*think the hon. gentleman wifl
find that the suggestion is one of no little practical moment.
It is no new thing. In the old Province of Canada we had
a Provincial Aides-de-campwho filled-the pest-for very many
years, who was a manof great discretion and judgment, and
‘was found-extremely useful to the sucocessive incumbents
to the high office of Governor General-—our old friend Col.
Irvine. I think thesooner we recur to-that plan the better
it will be to the office.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. In mauy of the Provinces,
before Confedersation, we -had a gentleman filling that sitaa-
tion. In New Brunswick, there was an officer holding the
position.for over twenty goears. There isa great advantage in

it;a8'when & change in Governors General takes place, and
}a-new. Governor. arrives, everyihing maves oa.as belore
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Thero sre many advantages, no doubt, attached to that
rinciple, but still we are not in a position, I think, to ask
that that should be the case.

Mr. DESJARDINS. I think it is well the question has
been raised in the House, as it may attract the attention of
His Excellency.

Mr. MILLS I understo:d the Minister of Finance to say
that when an officer was absent and his duties were dis-
charged by atother cffizer of inferior grade, the second one
received the same compensntion as the first. [s that in all
cases ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes; that is the law now, and
it is adhered to.

Mr. MILLS. I thiok ! can show that the hon. gentleman
has departed from it,

3. The Office of the Queen’s Privy C.uncil for
CRNAAR. eeer s creeresre sasesesss setrtntsn sprasarsssennenase

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Have there been any
promotions in the Department, or anything but ordinary
increases ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. None. The hon. gentleman
will notice that $1,000 was appropriated last year for extra
work ; that is struck out. There is an allowance for the
Private Secretary of the President of the Council, which is
the only increase, except the annual increase of $50 in &
few cases, For ipstance, two first-class clerks have $50
each, and four second-class clerks have $50 each, being
increares.

4. The Department of Justice... eee.ieervecnennnse $16,950 00
5. do do (Pen.tentiary Branch) 5,260 00

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will the hon. gentle-

man explain about the increase and promotione ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There is one second class
clerk added to the Depaitment of Justice, at a salary of
81,300, He was transferred from the Penitentiary
Branch, where he was receiving $1,250. I believe during
1he present year one person has been transferred from that
Department to the Department of the Interior, either this
year or the close of last year.

Mr. BLAKE. I rec where there were two third-class
clerks, there is only one now. Did that change the hon.
gentleman referred to take place in the pronotion of one of
these third-class clerks ? ,

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No, it is a transfer, 1 suppose
they found little nse for him there, and he was reguired in
the Penitentiary Branch,

Mr. BLAKE. I observe there is a third-class clerk added
to the Penitentiary Branch and a third-class clerk gone
away from the Justice Branch. Is it an exchange?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes. A third-class clerk has
been appointed to the Penitentiary Branch in place of the
other who is transfrred to the Department of Justice.

Mr. BLAKE. Is the third-class clerk a new appointment
or a transfer ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I think it is a transfer, but I
do not know ?

6. The Department of Militia........ e rerrress eresares $11,360 00

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Hereis a very congider-
able increase. Last year the vote was $36,980; this year

§18,847 50

we are asked to vote $43,160, and we are asked for five
additional employees, 32 as against 27. Independent of
other matters, I call the attentivn of the Minister and the |
House to this: 1f you deduct the four messengers who are i
recei;i‘l;g $400 or $500 each, it follows Lhat we have :8'

officers, who, on an average, receive $1,470 & year. Really
that seems a very large figure for the Department of Militia
and Defence, or any similar Department. They must be all
first class clerks, or very nearly 8o, in order to obtsin such
a salary average. However, the hon Minister, of course,
will give his explanations to the H:use.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I should like also an explanation as
to why it is that the Militia Department employs an archi-
tect and draughtsman. Surely it the Government have the
Public Woi ks Department and » Chief Architect, all work
should be done under his supervision; but here is another
Department which should have nothing to do with architec-
tural work, employing an architect and also a draaghtsman.
Is there to be an Architecturul Department in connection
with each of the Government offices, or what does it mean ?
I think it is a great mistake, and one which should not have
been taken without first obtaining the opinion of Parlia-
ment and its sanction thereto. This is an ontire Depart.
mental change.

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman will see that tha
increase is one which has been occasioned by achange which
the Government considered it advisable to muke inthe De-
partment of Militia. The Governracnt considered that the
Military works, which were being carried on by the Public
Works Department added cousiderably to the works already
so very large under that Department. And morcover, it was
considered that the repa‘rs w hich are continusally beingr a'e
to the military works in the country, fortifications und ba: -
racks, and other works requiiing special knowlcdge, if I
can use that word, would be better carried out by a gentle-
man who possessed not only the knowled.e required by an
employé of the Department of Public Works, but also
knowledge of military works. I must say that the first
item which has been referred to more particularly by the
hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), that for au
architect, was insertcd in the prioted copies of the Esti-
mates by mistake. I therefore ask to Jrop that item,
81,800 for an architect. The addition to the expenditure
in this Branch of the Department is §1,000 for a :econd
class clerk and dranghteman, and $800 for a third-claes clerk.
These are required to enable the Department to carry out
the change which has been considered advisable in
transferring to the Department of Militia the work which
had heretofore becn carried out by the Depariment of Public
Works. [ think, judging from the experience of the past, it
is an improvement ; and these changes were made with the
concurrence of the Minister of Pablic Worke, who has had
considerable experience, as both sides of the House will
readily admit, in his own Department. Leaving out the
item of $1,800 which will be struck out, hon. gentlemen
opposite will see that the addition is altogether caused by
this change in the system, which has been followed up to
the present time.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What promotions has

‘the hon. gentleman made in his Dopartment, if any ? .

Mr. CARON. There are no promotions, (ol. Bacon,
who was acting here as Brigade Major, was transferred to
the position made vacant by the death of C 1. Walkem_

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Whatappointment is it?

Mr. CARON. Colonel Bacon was appointed, by Order in
Council, at a salary of $1, 50. The salary received by Colonel
Walkem was $1,700.

Mr. BLAKE. I see there are two serond-class clerks in-
stead of one.

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentlemam is guite right. The
second-class clerk to whom he referred is Mr. Donaldson,
who used to be in “B"” Battery, Kingson. He is a gcntle-

man who posserses special qualifications, and he has been
appointed to the Store Branch. Hon. geutlemen will under-
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stand that from the addition which bas been made to the
forces, the work of the Department is more than double what
it was a few years ago and it was indispensable to have a
man like Mr, Donaldson who was thoroughly au fait with all
the technicalities of the Store Braunch of the Department.
So he was transferred, on the report of the Deputy Minister,
to that Branch, at a salary of $1,150.

Mr. BLAKE. He had not been in the permanent Civil
Service before ?

Mr. CARON. No; it is a new appointment,.

Mr. BLAKE. He comes in as a second-class clerk ?

Mr. CARON. Yes.

Mr. BLAKE. About what age may he be ?

Mr. CARON. Iam told he is about thirty-two years old.
Of course he is perfectly young enough to do the work in
the most efficient manner.

Mr. BLAKE. Was he submitted to an ezamination
under the Civil Service Act ?

Mr, CARON. No; he was brought in for special qualifi-
cations and becsuse it was found absolutely necessary, in
that Branch of the Department, to have & man who possessed
the knowledge of military stores, which are not qualifica-
tions contemplated by the Civil Service Act.

Mr. BLAKE. What is the age of Col. Bacon ?

Mr. CARON. Isuppose he is a man of about 48 or 50,
The hon gentleman will recollect that Mr. Walkem was
1h» gentleman who bad charge of the ordnance land belong-
ing to that section urder the Act, and it really belongs to
the Department of Militia. This officer requires the draw-
ing out and preparation of plans for transfers of property,
which are occasionally made by the Department, avd Col.
Bacon was a gentleman who besides being a Brigade Major
had all the knowledge which was required to replace a
gentleman in the position of Mr. Walkem. He had been an
engineer, and he has a very considerable knowledge of
architecture, He is a draughtsman, and can draw out plans
and copy any maps, which are continually needed in the
discharge of the duties required in that Branch of the
Department.

Mr. BLAKE. Was he examined ?

Mr. CARON. No; he was brought under the exemption,
which is contemplated by the Aect, which provides that in
certain circumstances, specialists may be brought in with-
out submitting to the ordinary examination.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. 'There is also a third-
class clerk, I notice.

Mr. CARON. Yes; this is in consequence of the increase
of work in the Store Branch of the Department. The hon.
gentleman will understand that from our permanent
establishmert, which is altogether new, and which is
carried out under the vote of last Session, allowing the
Minister of Militia to organize the new schools of infuntry
and a school of cavalry, an increase in the statf of the
Department is absolutely indispensable. I may say that I
do not consider that the increase in that branch of the
Department is sufficient to carry on the increase of work
which has taken place within the last few years. How-
ever, inasmuch as I am always ready to carry on the
Department in the most economical manner possible, so
a8 to be able to submit the votes which I am called upon
to ask from hon. members, who are always sure to
criticise them in the most thorough manner, I thought
that I would merely add one third-class clerk in the Store !
Branch of the Department, as I considered it necessary '
to make this new appointment.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. He is a new man?

He has not been in the service before ?
Mr. Caronw.

Mr. CARON, No.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Under what rule is a
third-class clerk appointed ata starting salary of $850. The
hon. gentleman will observe that two of those third-class
clerks are apparently at $1,000 and one at $850. Now, what
is the present maximam of the third-class clerks under the
recent emendations of the law, and at what rate are they
usually expected to begin ?

Mr. CARON. This third-class clerk was emplojed in the
cartridge faclory at Queboc. He passed the C.vil fervice
examination under the Act, and he was transferred to the
Department to replace Mr. Jones, who left the Depa: tment.
Mr. Jones wasreceiving $1,000. Mr. Knight, besides passing
the examination took three optional subje ts on which he
paseed. He is, besides, an accountant, and 1t was impossible
to get the services of a gentleman who possessed the quali-
fications which he possesses without g'ving him at the
outset tho salary which I recommended should be given
him. In giving him the $850, I have saved au additional
clerk who would have been required unless I had found in
the gentlersan who received the appointment ihe qualifica-
tions possessed by the gentleman who was appointed.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the maximam
salary of the third-class ?

Mr. CARON. The minimum is $400 and the maximum
$1,000, under the Civil Service Act.

Mr, BOWELL. The grade of junior second-class is abolished
and the third-class goes up.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman stated that this officer
was uppointed in place of another gentleman who left ; but
I find that there is an additional third-class clerk.

Mr. CARON. I explained to the hon. gentleman that in
consequence of the increased work in the Department it was
considered nccessary to add to the staff, The new appoint-
ment is a third-class clerk, who has not yet been appointed.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is another
besides.

Mr. CARON. No, no other.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
takes power to have three in place of two.

Mr, CARON. The new appointment which I spoke of is
that of Mr. Donaldson, who has been transferred from “B”
Battery, and, baving special qualifications, has been
appointed without being subjected to the examination
required by the Civil Service Act. Mr. Koight fill-d the
place left vacant by Mr. Jounes, in November, 1883, at a
salary of $850. The third is the new appointment which
bas not yet been made, but is considered necessary in con-
sequence of the increased work in that branch of the Depart-
ment. The new clerk, when appointed, is to have $850.

Mr, MACKENZIE. Last year the hon. gentleman took
a vote for two cierks at $1,000 each. Now he takes a vote
for three—one at $850, and two at $1,000 each. That $830
is, 1 presume, for Mr. Knight.

Mr. CARON. There are three thiid-class clerks. One is
Mzr. Clark, at $1,000 a year. Mr. Jones, who received $1,000,
has been replaced by Mr. Knight, who receives $350. The
third is an appointment which is not yet made, and for which
the salary will be $850.

Mr. BLAKE. Last year there were but two third-class
clerks—one at $1,000, who remains at $1,000, and another
at $1,000, who has been replaced by Mr. Kuight, at $850.
Thercfore, the hon-gentleman proposes to give the maximum
$1,000 for the new third-class clerk whom he proposes to
appoint,

Mr, CARON. The hon. gentleman will see that Mr.
Jones’ salary was $1,000. But heis gone, and I am asking for
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a revote of thatamount to pay thesalary of Mr. Donaldson,
who was paid last year out of the funds voted for ““B” Battery,
and who is now on the Civil Service list, Consequently, the
hoa. gentleman wili see that the real increase which I am
askiug Parliament to vote is $850 for the new appointment.

Mr. MACKENZ{E. Teil ua the names of the two at $1,000
ench.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has given us one man
who was in before and is in charge mow. What is his
pame? He is a third-class clerk.

Mr.CARON. Mr, Clark.

Mr. BLAKE. I have got two third-class clerks at $1,000
each, of which Mr. Clark is one. I strike him out; that
leaves one at $1,000. Then I find another at $850, Mr.
Krnight, in the place of Mr. Jones; I am leit with one third-
clasg ¢'erk unaccounted for.

Mr. CARON. I am telling the hon, gentleman that the
new appointment is an appointment at u salary of $850. I
say the position left vacant by Mr. Jones and filled by Mr.
Khuight is & position, the occupant of which shall receive

‘81,000 & year. I have loit the amount which he was
receiving $1,000, and which was voted last year, in the
HEstimates, and which I ask Parliament to vots this year.

Mr. BLAKE. Why.

Mr. CARON. Becanse the difference between 88350 or
8700 which may be given to the now man to be appointed,
I complete by adding the bulauce to the salary paid to
Donaldson, who is travs(erred from “ B Battery, and which
wag not provided for in the Estimates of last year, except in
the amount voted for ¢ B” Battery. I kept that amount so

as to complete the salary and make the new appointment of
$850.

Mr. BLAKE. Donaldson is a second-claes, clerk is he
not?

Mr, CARON. No, he is not,

Mr. BLAKE. What is he?

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman misunderstands, but

no doubt the fault is mine. Mr. Clark receives $1,000 a
year; then there is the office vacated by Mr. Jones, who was
receiving $1,000; I leave in the Estimates this yoar his
salary as $1,000, as provided last year, and [ make a new
appointment 80 as to be able to meet the requirements of
the Store Branch of my Department, and to that new appoin-
tee I give $850. ’

Mr. BLAKE. Who is he.
Mr. CARON. He is not appointed yet.

Mr. BLAKE. But the other man; Jones' place is filled
by Knight at $850.

Mr. CARON. 8o it is, but I leave the salary which was
paid to Jones so as to be able to make up the new appoint-
ment which I am making at $850, and a portion of the
salary which Donaldson is now recoiving, who has been
transferred from ¢ B” Battery.

Mr. BLAKE. That is entirely indefensible. We have
now got to the hottom of it. We have got Mr. Clark at
$1,000, and we have another new appointment proposed at
$850, and beside these we have a vote of $1,000 for a third-
class clerk to be accouoted for, and the hon. gentleman
accounts for that by saying that he shall receive $850 and
the difference of $150 wiil be used to supplement the pay of
come other clerk in some other gralde. That will not do.
If the hon. gentlcman wants to pay Donaldson let him ask
for the money under the propar head, but he must not ask
us to give $1,000 for a clerk who is to receive only $850, in
order that, with the difference, the hou. gentleman may give
an increase to some other clerk. That cannot be done

under the law. It will be military law, if the hon. gentleman
does it, martial law, not the law we understand.

Mr. CARON. The position vacated by Mr. Jones, who
received $1,000, has beeu left vacant and a new appointment
of $850 given to Mr, Knight. Mr. Joncs’ position is lest
open, but the amount he received is voted so as to provide
for the filling up of that position.

Mr. BLAKE. Idonotknow which of these explanations
we are to accept. We were told that Mr. Jones’ place was
filled by Mr. Knight, and we were told the reason why Mr.
Knight received $850 to fill this place was that he had
special qualifications to fill it, and then we were told that
the hon, gentleman asked for $1,000 in order that he might
use the difforence of $150 to supplement the ralary of
another clerk. Now, he tells us that is not so; that Mr,
Jones’ place is not filled, that the $350 is for a new appoint-
ment, and that he propises to fill Mr. Jones’ place at the
maximum rate of $1,000. Why should he give this
maximum rate in the appointment of a third class clerk,

Mr. CARON. Mr. Jones was receiving $i,000, and his
salary is placed on the Estimateat full, to provide for the
new appointment.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You cannot give $1,600
to a third-class cietk without special reasons.

Mr, CARON. There are special reasonn,

Mr. MACKENZIE. The hon. gentieman told us that the
office of Mr. Jones was to be filled by Mr. Koight, at $1,0J0.

Mr. CARON. I madea mistake, Mr, Knightis appointed
at 850, The position left vacant by Mr. Jones is still
vacant, and will be filled by a new appointment.

Mr, MACKENZIE. The hon. gentleman says he was
mistaken in one point. Did he also mistake as to the
qualifications of Mr., Kuight, who wus the most admirable
person that could be found ?

Mr. CARON. So he is.

Mr MACKENZIE. He is still as good a man as he
was ?

Mr. CARON. He is quite as admirable as he was.

Mr. MACKENZIE. It is utterly impossible for me, with
my limited eapacity, to understand why Mr. Knight, an hour
ago, or mnearly so, was admirably suited to discharge the
duties Mr. Jones had to discharge, and he should now ask
$1,000 for what $850 would suffice for. That is not explained
yet; and then, if the hon. gentleman wants another third-
class clerk, we ought to know what he is wanted for, and
he must begin at the amount fixed in the Civil Service Act,
He is adding to one salary illegally, and is now asking us
to sanction the vote of a salary for another third classclerk,
at the maximum,to begin with, instead of the minimum.
That is also contrary to law, and no explanation is ziven.

Mr, CARON. T have given the hon. gentleman every
possible explanation. I have repeated, time and again, how
the new appointments were to be provided for. 1 have told
the hon. gentleman that the position of Mr., Jones, not being
filled, was left vacant, and was to be filled by & gentleman,
and I provide for the salary which was voted last year to
Mr. Jones. I have also explained that Mr. Kvight was
appointed at $850.

Mr. BLAKE. Will the hon. gentleman tell ns, now,
whether it is intended to apply $i50 of this 81,000 towards
Mr, Donaldson’s salary because he said so a while ago.

Mr. CARON. No; Mr. Donaldson is provided for by the
vote of §1,150.

Mr. BLAKE. Then, if it is not intended to apply that
$150 to Mr. Donaldson’s salary, it is not wanted, because
that is the only purpose that the hon. gentleman gave us
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for asking it—he only wanted $850, and was taking $1,000
to supplement Mr. Donaldson’s salary. Of course, he wiil
now strike off that $150, and will probably order Jones,
Knight & Co. to form in close colum1 and beat a masterly
retreat.

Mr. CARON. 1 have told the hon. gentleman the $1,000
was provided for the vicancy in my Department, and is
intended to be given to the new occupant, {)rovided the
man who fills the position will have the qualifications to
r.ceive that amount.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Well, it is very
ohj ctionable to have an appointment of a third class clerk
made at the maximum. There is no use in baving third-
class clerks appointed in any Department at the maximum
salary. It is a very bad precedent. It will d» mischief, as
the hon. gentleman knows right well, if you find in the
Militia Department, where the salaries are very high, much
in excess of the other Departments, thata man comes in asa
third-class clerk at $',000, the maximum of the class. The

recedent is a very dubious one, at any rate. It would be

stter to face the question at once, and put him in some
grade where the precedent wou!d not be so injurious to the
rest of the Service,

Mr. CARON. The only diffarence is about the amount o°
$150, and I think, as the hon. gentlemen have shown so
much confidence in my, they may leave it to my discretion
to decide whether it will be given or not. If it is not
given, it will be struck off next year, and the hon. gentle-
man will be convineed that I am trying to work my Depart-
ment in the most economical manner possible,

Mr. MILLS. Ido not ihink thatis a proper matter to
submit to this House for its consideration. The whole of
this Civil Service Act proceeds on the principle of grada-
tion. The hon. gentleman or his colleague, submitie a mea-
sure two or three years ago for the purpose of Civil Service
examination. The parties who have entered tho Civil Ser-
vice are putin various classes. They begin at a certain
salary. H .ro a vacancy occurs in which the party who
held the office was receiving $1,000 a year, That was the
maximum sum, which, perhaps afier years of service, was
obtained by this officer. Now, when that officer has risen
from $300 or $400 up to $1,000 by efficient public service,
extending over aseries of years, the hon. gentleman proposes
that the new occupant to the office shall begin at the point
which the late occupant only reached after several years of
fuithful public service. Suppose the hon. gentleman acts in
this way with rezard to every vacancy. He need only
hold the «ffice a few years until every clerk in every grade
in that office receives the maximum salary allowed by the
law. He enters at the msximum salary. There is no
such thing as a gradation, or an increase of salary, except
by the transferrence of a party from one office to another.
Now, if that is the principle upon which the Government is
going to proceed, then we ought to have an amendment of
the Act, we ought to have that policy enunciated here, and
the hon. gentleman shouid propose that, instead of parties
beginning at the minimum salary fixed by the Civil Service
Act or regulations, they shsll begin at the maximum
ealary so fixed ; he should do away with this progressive
increase of salary prcv.ded for under the Act. The hon,
gootleman makes to this House a proposition in direct
violation of the Act, in violation of the spirit, toe principle
aod the policy of the Act. His yrop wsition is that,
there leng a vacancy in an office held afier a
number of years of service at $1,0u0, an inexperienced
party shall be appointed to fill it at the same salary, instead
of beginning at the smaller amount. If he wishes the
House to assent to that proporition, it should come before
the House in rome other way than by a violation of the
principles and spirit of the Act under which he professes to
act.

Mr, BLAKE,

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman will see that I have
been carrying out, in the administration of my Department,
exacily the views expressed by the hon. gentleman who
has just spoken. Last year, Mr. Walkem was receiving a
salary of $!,700. Parliament agreed to that amount, and I
filled the position left vacant by his death by appointing
Col. Bacon at $1,450.

Mr. MILLS. Then you do not want $1,000 now.

Mr. CARON. I am asking only for $1,450. This vacancy
has taken place in one of the most important branches of
the service, and I am asking Parliament to vote a
salary which was voted last year. 1 do mnot at
all say that I will give that salary to the occu-
pant of the position which I want to €I, but if
I can find a wman to fill that position at a less salary
than the amount voted last year, I shall do as I did in
replacing Mr. Walkem, to whom I gave $1,500 instead of
$1,700 ; and next year the hon, gentleman will see that I
have not taken advantage of this vote. I consider that the
position to be filled require & man of special qualifications,
and though I do not think it will be necessary to give
$2,000, I think it prudent to ask Parliament to vote this
amount,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT: The hon. gentleman
will see thut the Civil Service Act is going to be made
simply waste paper if every appointment to bo filled in his
Depariment, or in any other, is to be filled by 2 mun coming
in and gelling the maximum, on the ground of special quali-
fications. Now that proviso in the Act allowing the Minister
to appoint men with special qualifications was intended,
aswe all know, to meet exceplional cases, There was no
intention that half-a-dozen men should be pitchforked into
any Department, under the plea of special qualitications. It
was supposed to be an almost invariable rule that men
would commence at the minimom of their grade, as Col.
Buacon, I suppose, is going to do. It was never intended
that these special qualifications should be used for appoint-
ing third-class clerks, or pecple of that kind, but it was
intended only to give Ministers the benefit, in the higher
branches of their Depar!ments, of special qualifications
which could not be easily obtained iu the Department. That
is the ground—it is not distrust of the Minister of the
Militia at »1l. Though the amount is only a few hundred
dollars, an important principle isinvolved, and the principle
is that the Civil Service Act is to be maintained, and that i
shall not be aliowed, simply by a s‘roke of the pen, or upon
the recommendation of the Minister, tha' so and so shall get
$1,000 on entering the service, when the minimum salary,
perbaps, is only $100. I believe that the Ministers would con-
sult their own convenience by adhering to the Civil Service
regulations. They muy be sure that such a case as this will
be made the foundation for other applications.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman is
quite right. 1t is very important that the Civil Service
Act should be carried out in its entirety and in good faith,
Lt is quite true, as the hon. gentleman has said, that special
qualifications might induce the head of a Department to
recommend an increase of salary beyond the minimum of a
class in which the party enters the service, but except in
special cases, the minimum salary should be paid, of course.
As to this particular case, perhaps the Committee would
allow the order to pass, and my hon, friend, between now
and Concurrence, will consider the arguments of the hop.
gentleman opposite.

Mr, MACKENZIE, I understand the last two items are
to come off,

Mr. CARON. 1t would be impossible for me to carry out
the change which has been made in my Department unless
we hud proper officers. Of course, the hon. gentleman will
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understand that at present there is mno officer who can
assume the control of public works which heretofore
were carried on by the Department of Public Works. As
it is contemplated to transfer to my Deparment the conduct
of certain public works, it is necessary for me to provide a
staff capable of carrying on those works, The only appoint-
ment which I can strike off is that of a first-class clerk, at
$1,800, but the $1,100 for a third clas clerk and the $800
must remain.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I would like to know whether this
transfer of part of the public works of the country to the
Militia Department has been made by Order in Counci
or under authority of an Act of Parliament. The Act con-
stituting the Mili:ia Department, I do not think authorizes
anything of this sort.

Mr. BLAKE. This is, of eourse, a question of policy
which, so far as I remember, bas been scttled by an Act of
Parliament. We have frequently discussed the advantage
of having a united management of all the public works
under one offize.  So recently as last Session and the Scssion
before, it was stated that we must go further in this direc-
tion, and the Minister of Public Works took charge of
the heiting of all the buildinza. It was said it was import-
ant to have them concentrated in the charge of une Depart
ment. Now, here we find a plan for the creation of new
military buildings, which, with their repairs, are to be handed
over to the Militia Department. If so, why should not
the Justice Department take charge of the repairs of the
penitentaries, &¢.? Why should not the Customs Depart.
ment take charge of the Customs houses, and the Post Office
Department take charge of the post offices, and s0 on? Is
there anything so very poculiar 1n the military buildings that
it requires my hon. friend’s knowledge of architecture to get
these made ready, and his knowledge of accounts and of
estimates to assure absolute accuracy of the fulfilment of
these works? 1f it is something personal to my hon. friend,
we would all bow with submission; but it is a general
question of poliey to be adopted.

Mr. CARON. I do not think the hon. gentleman is dis-
cussing the question from the right point of view. He is
comparing the post offices and Cu-toms houses to repairs
of firtifications, for instance. The hon. gentleman must
admit that there is a very great difference between those
matters #nd kesping up important military works, which
may have cost enormous sums of money—not to Canada,
but which have been transferred to Canada. It is neces
sary that these works should be carried on by some one
possessing special knowledge of military works. In Eagland,
as the hon. gentleman knows well, and in every other coun-
tiy, these military works form a rpecial Department, under
charge of a person possessing special qualifications. It may
not be necessary to have so large a Department in Canada,
or so skilful officers, but it is necessary for us, in keeping up
these military works, to have them under the control of a
specialist, and it is for that purpose that they have been
transferred to my Department. Although the hon. gen.
tlemen may criticise my expression of opinion on a
subject of that kind, T may say that the experience
of the past, both in the Department of Public Works
and in that of the Militia, has shown that these military
works were not carried on as well as they would have boen
had they been under the control of a person possessing
special qualifications and who might supervise these
important defensive works which we have in Canada. That
i3 the reason which induced the Government to transfer, by
Order ia Council, public works appertaining to the Militia
Department, instead of leaving them under the control of
the Department of Public Works.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I should like to know where the
Order in Council is.

Mr. BLAKE. If the hon. gentleman will bring down the
Order in Council before Concurrence, and allow full oppor-
tunity to discuss this item, it may be allowed to pass. This,
however, is an important question of policy, and I should
like to see the Order in Ccuncil before Concarrence.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As regards the fortifica-
tions at Quebec, Kingston and other places, ordinary archi-
tects, however skilful they may be in erecting Custom
houses, are quite inefficient in building walls to resist an
attack. In the case of the Marine and Fisheries, the
Department erects all the lighthouses, cxcept very large,
permanent stone buildings. Tho Order in Council will be
brought down,

Mr. BLAKE. The First Minister has declared that the
military suthorities hold that a specialist is required for
this purpose. If the hon. Minister of Militia had retained
the item for an architeet, I could have undesstood it, but the
hon. gentleman struck out the item for a specialist.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The rcason can easily be
explained : The hon. Minister was anxious to economise.
He thinks he can obtain the services of Col. Hewitt, a
distinguished engineer, who is at the head of the Royal
Military. College, to look after the fortifications for a time.
It it is found necessary, sfterwards, to have a military
architect, an item will be placed in the Estimates.

Mr. MACKENZIE. There have been no new walls or
bastions built recently, and all that is necessary is to main-
tain the old works.

Mr. BLAKE. I hope the hon. Minister of Public Works
will rise in defence of his Department.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN, Iam always ready to defend
my Department.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am aware, from per-
sonal knowledge, that Col. Hewitt, and the other officers,
are a hard working et of men, who have plenty to do in
performing the work properly belonging to them.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are no new perma-
ner t fortifications.  All that is required is to maintain the
prezent works.

Mr. MACKENZIE. There have been no new works con-
structed since 1846. The same system of carrying out
repeirs has been pursued for many years.

7. The Department of Secretary of State $43,230 00

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Thore are somo alter-
ations here, and apparently an addition in the Queen’s prin-
ter’s branch. The other items seem to have been some.
what reduced.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The change is due to the promotion
of an officer who received $1,100 ; but therc is a reduction
by the appointment of one third-class clerk at $400.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who is the gentleman
promoted ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Mr, Mousseau.

Mr. MILLS. Ide-ire to invite the atlention of the Secre-
tary of State and the Finance Minister to the cost of this
Deﬁartment. In 1878 the amount asked for, including cost
of Mounted Police grant, was $31,990, or about $29,000 for
the Department. Over $43,000 are asked for 188t. The
Finance Minister publicly stated, when out of office, that the
amount expended by the Government was too large by at
least $1,000,000. In connection with the Department, the
pumber of employees hasincreased from twenty-five,in 1878,
to thirty-nine in 1884,and there are at present forty-two. This
is one of the Departments in which the work does not grow
very rapidly ; excepi in the matter of registration of deeds,
there is no more work there than formerly. In the present
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depressed condition of trade and industry, with the prospect
of a very large falling off in the revenue, with thonsands of
people in all our towns and cities out of employment and
obliged to go abroad to obtain that employment which is
denied them here, it is certainly very important that the
Government should undertake to ecunomise, and that Par-
liamunt should see that large sums which are unnecessary
shou!d not be voted for the purpose of Civil Government. It
is, Sir, perfectly obvious that this Department has grown in
cost of management much more rapidly—I do not say in
consequence of anything done. by the hon. gentleman who
is now Secretary of State, because I see that the amount
last year was quite as large as the amount asked for the
succeeding year.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. There is a reduction of $2,400.

Mr. MILLS. That is for next year; bnt the amount is
apparently $1,000. The amounts are $i4,245 for the
current year, and $43 230 for the succeeding year. But I
still revert to the point to which I called the hon. gentle-
man's attention before, and that is, that the Department
costs now about $14,000, while in 1878 it cost $29,0¢0.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The decrease this year, I said, was
$2,400. 'That is to say, $1,015, and if you take into cor-
sideration the statutory increases there will be another
decrease of $1,450, making $2,469 less for next year. If I
go on at this rate for six years, we will come up to 1878.

8. The Department of the Interior ....cevsseveeenes $107,034 00,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, In our Estimates, this
vote is separated into different branches, and I thiok it will
be better to discuss them separately.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Deputy-Head is the
same ; 80 is the Surveyor-General. There has been an increase
of $50 in the Chief Clerk (Secretary) salary. In the salary
of one Chief Clerk there has been an increase of $75. Then,
there is an additional Chief Clerk at $1,800. He was
brought frow the Department of Justice. The next clerks
are the same, with but a slight reduction. In the next thereis
an increase. I suppose some new clerks have been appointed.
There is an additional third-class clerk in the Geological
Survey Branch. I think the others are merely statutory
increases. The additional second-class clerk must have
been promoted from the class below. Then there is an
additional third-class clerk, at $400,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There are apparently
three or certainly two additional third-class clerks.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; there was a pro-
mo:ion of a third to a second, and two third-class clerks
were brought in.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I notice that the total
is only slightly less than in 1883.84, but I should imagine
that the present work of the Department is not as great as
in 1882-83.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The work is increasing
annually. The number of surveys is increasing, and the
number of clerks is, of necessity,also increasing, and I think
the hon, gentleman will admit that it is necessary to have
a very full staff for the Department of the Iuterior, in order
to secure promptness in the work. There have been com-
plaints of delays, although a great many of those complaints
are unfonnded, still there is no doubt that the staff has been
greatly overworked. ‘

 Mr.MACKENZIE. I notice that there is one first-class
cl:hfatrl;, for whom no vote is asked this year. Has some clerk
oft ! .

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes; the hon. gentle-
man will note that there is a sabstitution. One at $2,250
seoms to have gone, and another gentleman at $1,800 has
t&keﬁis lace. Who is the man who has left.

. Miris.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I forget at the moment,
but I know that Mr. Hall was the gontleman who came in
his place. He is a valuable officer, especiaily selected after
enquiry by the Deputy-Minister from the Department of
Justice, who really beggsed the Minister of Justice for him,
a8 he was very much required in the Department.

Mr. MILLS. 1t is impossible that the House can form
a proper idea of the expenditure of this Department from
the facts put before us. The h-n. gentleman should have
laid before the House some evidence of the work of the
Department, aud the particuiar Branches of the Department
in which that extra work is to be found. I find that
in 1878, for instance, in the Iand branch, there
were twentyfive clerks employed ; to-day, 1 observe,
the hon. gentleman has gixty-two in that same branch.
Then $30,800 was sufficient to meet all the expenditure.
Now the hon. geutleman asks upwards of $67,600. Has the
hon. gentleman a larger number of persons engaged in the
preparation of maps? Is there anything in the hon. gentle-
man’s report to show that the number of letters received
and written, the amouunt of work doue, the number of persons
who have taken up homesteads, the number of patents
issued, have so increased as to justify the large sum asked ?
The hon. gentleman ought to place before the House some
evidence that this large sum is necessary, before he asks us
to vote it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is some foundation
for the stateraent of the hon. gentleman as to the report not
be ng submitted to the House. It has slmost broken the
heart of the Department not to have been abio to get the
report ready in time. I am glad to say I saw it in galley
three or four days ago, and it will be in the hands of the
House almost immediately. 1 regret that, from stress of
work, it has not been here beiore. The hon. genileman
compared the work of 1878 with that of 1883-84. Why,
since 1879 there has been more money collected and more
work done, I was going to say by ten times, than trom the
time the country was acquired until 1879. We have re-
ceived upwards of $4,000,000, and there is $4,000,000 due to
the Government and certain to be paid, because we have the
land and the present payments as security. It was no fiult
of tbe Department that the report has not been down before.
1t was pressed very much, and it will be here in a day or
two. In the meantime, [ think the hon. gentleman will
not object to the vote,.seeing that wo are not asking for vo
much as was voted last year. '

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Well, there is some-
thing in that; but the understanding ie, that the hon. gen-
tleman will not ask Councarrence uantil he brings down the
report containing the information my hon. friend is seek-
ing for,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.
that.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Onthatunderstanding,
and on the statement that the heart of the Department is
nearly broken, 1 think we can concede this point. But before
we part from this item, I would like to call attention to an
item on page 109, “ Dominion Lands chargeable to Income,”
under which large sums are asked for the Land Board at
Winnipeg, which I think collects most of the money.

SirJOHN A. MACDONALD. The mcney is collected
by the local sgents and forwarded to headquarters; amd
the Board at Winpipeg grants titles and supervises the ac-
tions of the local agents.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The final item here
reads: ‘¢ Inside service—extra clerks at head office, Oltawa,
publishing maps, advertisirg, and other similar expenses,
-$30,000.”

I think I can promise



1884. COMMONS

DEBATES 839

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That requires explana.
tion, and will be explained fully when we-arrive at that
item,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I merely call attention
toit. These two votes arve substantially for the same work,
and I should think that this $30,000 for additional clerks
at the head office ought to be charged to the Department of
the Interior.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot give the hon.
gentleman the information now, but when we arrive at the
item { think it wil! be shown that it is in the right place.

Mr, MITCHELL. I have not had a great deal to do with
the Depuartment of the Interior, ad what little [ have had
bas been extremely unsatisfactory. 1 think I only express
the opinion of a large majority of the people of this country,
when I say that the administration of that Department,
under its present head, is pot such as gives satisfaction to
the country. I do not propose to enter into the causes of
complaint now, because perhaps it is not the proper time,
I have placed on the paper a notice for correspondence, and
I would like the hon. gentleman to see that the head of
that Department—who is not very rapid in furnishing
information or carrying on business—sends down tbat
information before we come to discuss the diffurent votes
required for the business of that Department,

Sir JOHN A. MACDOYNALD. I will certainly bring
down the papers, if the hon. gentleman h s a motion for
them. I ditfer from my hon. friend when he says that the
country is dissatisfied with the administration of that
Department under its present hesd. My hon. friend may
be dissatisfied.

Mv. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman knows why I
am dissatinfied, and when the papers come down, I think
we shall show why the country is dissatisfied, too.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Geological Survey,
the salary of the directors seems to be the same. There is
an increase which seems to be the regular annual increase,
$7,400 instead of 87,050,

Mr. MILLS. This seems to be about the only Branch in
the hon. gentleman’s Department that indicates its ratural
growth. There has been no very great change. Two addi-
tional parties are put ou the ticld rtaff and thers is the
annual increase uunder the Civii S.rvice regulations.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who is acting as
Librarian ?

Sir JOUN A. MACDONALD. Dr, Thornburn, formerly
head master, of the Collegi:te Institute,

M. MACKENZIE. 1le cannot give his whole time snd
services for $600.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; be is a retired
officer, and is fond of books und geological studies, and he
is there with a nouninal salary for the love of the thing.

Mr. MACKENZIE. He has other employment,

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. Heis on the Board of
Examiners, but he went in there without any expectation of
being on the Board of Examiners. He took this office first as
he thought he would like to be there, and he isa very useful
man. When the Civil Service Board was being established,
he was put on it because he was a superior man.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What are his duties ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I suppose, to look afte
the beoks as Librarian, aud | fuscy he tg?kes a good deal olf"
interest in the scientific and artistic arrangements of the
specimens. Then, he is espccially valuable for a duty
which I think everyone will admit is of great import-
ance in an institation of that kind, that is, the popularizing

of it in the public mind. He is always ready, in the
absence of Dr. Selwyn, to do the agreeable to the numerous
visitors, and the report of the directors will skhow the wisdom
of the transfer from Montreal, by the fact that the visitors
instead of numbering hundreds, now number thousands,

Mr. MILLS. I pever doubted that it was the proper
thing to have this important branch here instead of in Mon-
treal, and I am glad to hear the hon. gentleman admit the

ropriety of the transfer, I suppose one important duty of
Y)r. Thorburn is as, Librarian, to look out for the various
scientific publications throughout the world, and see that a
proper collection is made for the Library in the Geological
Museum. This du'y is perhaps as important a duty as can
devolve upon him, and will no doubt require & considerable
portion of his time.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Then there is the item
of North-West Mounted Police, in which there is no real
increase. There is apparently an increase of two third-class
clerks, but they have been employed temporarily for years
and are now on the permanent list, having passed their
examination before the Board.

Mr., MILLS. When this branch was connected with the
Department of the Secretary of State, two clerks were con-
sidered sufficient to do the work, a first-class clerk at $1,700,
and a junior second-class clerk at $1,000. That was the
cost in 1878 and in the early part of 1879. There are
altogether but 500 Mounted Police, and for the Department:l
management of these, the hon, gentleman has four clerks
and & messenger, and the expenditure is to be 7,300, an
extraordinary sum. Two clerks would still be quite adequate
to do the work., In any well managed business office, two
men of ordinary intelligence would be considered ample to
do all the work required.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The hon. gentleman has
twice called the attention of the Finance Minister particu-
larly to this matter of cost. The hon, gentleman under-
stood me to state that $22,500,000 would be sufficient for
the expenditure. I stated that I thought $22,500,000,
between 1874 and 1878, would have been sufficient, but I
never undertook to say—he is referring to the Department
of the Interior—that, when that Department was managing
hundreds of millions of acres of land, when nearly ha!f a
hundred million acres were surveyed and in the market for
sale, and when, as the leader of tho Government has said,
they have received in three years ten times as mnch as
during the whole period the hon. gentleman was in office,
I never attempted to assert for a moment that the expenses
for the future would not exceed $22,500,000. The hon.
gentleman and others have often referred to that statement
as if it applied for all time to come, when it was distinctl
made with reference to the period between 1874 and 1878,
when no such expenditure was required in the North-West;
or in the Post Office Department, or in other Departments
of the Public Service.

Mr. MILLS. The Police Force, until recently, remained
at the same number as it was fixed at before 1878 The
number since then has been slightly increased, but the cost
of ¢ rrying on the Police Branch at that time was less than
$3,000, when the hon. gentleman said that the cost of the
Government of the country was too high; and hero, in a fixed
Department, where there was no possibility of the increase
of the work of the Department, the cost has been increased
from less than $3,000 to more than $7,000.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The houn, gentleman
says, he is satisfiad that, with two active clerks, the whole
business could be done.

Mr. MILLS. So1am.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman must
enjoy his satisfaction, but Parlizment did not think so when
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they passed the Act, especially after full explanation of the
services and the duties, making the new organization of
which he complains. He must complain of Parliament for
not be:ng as well satisfied as he is himself, that two
clerks could do the work, It would require the Herculean
powers of labour of the hon. gentleman to do it. In addition
to the Force being increased to 200, 300, and then to 500
men, there are stations to be attended, the duties are
immensely increased, the necessary supervision is immensely
increased since the hon. gontleman was personally acquainted
with the affairs of that body. [ think the hon. gentleman
knows personally the gentleman who now holds the office
of Comptroller, and he will admit that he is a very active
and zealous officer. I place every confidence in his state-
ment, and he finds and feels that there is not a man too
much employed for the efficiency of the service,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The question would
arite in this, as in some other matters, whether all this work
had not better be done from Winnipeg in place of being done
from Ottawa. It appearsto me that, as it is, the Comp-
trol'er, who is equivalent to a Deputy-Head, to do his work
properly, has to spend half, or perhapstwo thirds of his time
in the North-West.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAT.D. Ob, no.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Has he not ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He makes two trips in
the year. It takes not many weeks now.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Of course, it does not
take anything like the time to reach the principal stations
of these people, but, as he has been traunsferring so much of
the other work of the Department over to Winnipeg, it
might very well be considered whether the civil head ot the
Mounted Police Branch should not be there too. Itisa
question of policy. I merely mention it. I cannot pretend
to say whether it would be better or not.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That
consideration.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What I have seen
would incline me to think it would be better,

Mr. MACKENZIE. The hon. the First Minister has
several times to-day thrown the blame upon Parliament for
legislation he himself has initiated, and he thinks he shakes
oft all responsibility by saying, Parliament did ro and so.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. Oh, no; I do not.

Mr. MACKENZIE. It appears to me that he did. Of
course he is responsible, as Minister, for what he saubmits to
Parliament,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I accept the responsi-
bility. I donot al all throw any blume on Parliament; on
the contrary, I praise them for having their minds open to
the arguments used at the time, and being satisfied with the
arguments and reasons given, and with the policy of the
Government, and crystallizing it into a Statute,

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman had not always such con-
fidence in Parliament. If I remember, not many years ago,
the hon. gentleman was not willing to accept the judgment of
Parliament as a correct judgment. On the contrary, the
hon. gentleman said that the Government at that time
raled by a mechanical majority. He denied that those who
sapported the Administration had exercised their judgment,
or had reasoned upon public questions. He said they fol-
lowed the Government blindly, and placed the most iraplicit
confidence in whatever the First Minister proposed. It seems
to me that what Parliament did on that occasion, in the
estimation of the hon. gentleman, Parliament may do on the
present occasion, in the estimation of gentlemen on this
side of the House.

~ 8ir JOHN A. MACDONALD, Exactly.
Sir JoaN A. MaopoNALD.

is quite worthy of

Mr, MILLS. And [ am inclined to think that the hon-
gontleman, if he were on this side of the House, would not
be wil.ing to accept an Act of Parliament as conclusive evi-
dence that what the Minister proposed was right. When we
are called upon to cousider questions of this sort, it seems
to me that we ought to consider them upon their merits.
When the hon. gentleman asks for a vote of $7,200 for the
administration of a Department having the control of 500
police, it is always in order for this House—in fact, it is
the duty of the House—to consider the question whether
that amount is actually required or not. Now, in my esti-
mation, it is not required, In my opinion, the amount is
unnecessarily large. 1 believe that the affairs of that par-
ticular branch could be administered for half this sum, and,
holding that opinior, I have thought proper to express it
here, and I have given my reasons. I have shown that
when the country was move inaccessible, when the cosl of
that admiunistration must have been greater than it iz at the
present time, 300 policemen, at all events, were taken in
charge by a Department haviug two clerks, at a salary of
$2,700.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will not say that I agres
with the hon. gentleman; I am quite satisfied with the
action of Parliament when it agrees with me; he is not
satisfied with the action ot Parliament unless it agrees with
him; and if I were over thore and he were here, I might
attack the Administration of tho Government even if it
wero fortified by an Act of Parliament; but I quoted the
Act of Parliament {o show that this was sanctioned by
Parliament, and uny Government must feel strenghten:d
by having the sanction of the House of Commons, even if
that House of Commons be composed of a majority genex-
ally supporting the Ministry,

9. The Department of Indian AfFirs. . ... o0 $32,310 00

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The present salaries aro
$26,350 ; statutory increase, $860; proposed promotions from
one ~lass to another, $1,100; proposed appointments, $4,000,
in consequence of the increase of the Department,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is no increase,
to do the hon. gentleman justice, of $4,000. There is a
total increase ot $1,023, but not an increase of $4,000,
There may be variations to that cxtent, but tht is the total
increase,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is a Depu'y-H -ad,
$3,200, and $50 increase to a Chief Clerk. There is an addi-
tional second-class clerk at $1,100, and a promotion from
the third-class, He passed his examination. There is u
reduction of two in the third-class clerks. I find it neces-
sary to have an officer specially detailed for the Indian
Affairs., Mr, White, the Comptroller, acted for me, but his
work is so great that he had to give it up.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do I understand the
First Minister has a Private Secretary in his capacity as
President of the Council and also as Superintendent of Indian
Affairs ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; but I do notiu-
tend just now to employ & private secretary at that salary.
1 must have some one specially engaged for that work. I
have two private secretaries, Mr. White, Comptroller, and
Mr, Joseph Pope. Mr. White can no longer attend to the
work, and I must have somebody else to assist me. My
hon. friend for East York knows that the political corres-
pondence of the Head of 1he Government requires a Private
Secretary for that branch alone. Then I want an officer to
attend to the correspondence, which is sometimes only
semi-official, in the Indian Department.

Mr. MILLS. Whatever the hon. gontleman may say to
explain the expenditure in the Land Department he cannot

put forward the same explanatiou in respect to the Indian
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Branch. The work in that branch is now precisely
what it has been ever since the Treaty regulations
were made. Throughout the older Provinces, there has
been no change. In the North-West, the hon. gentle-
man has still the same number of Indians to over-
gee that the late Administration had, but he has this advan-
tage over the late Administration, that they had certain
treaties to negotiate ; I believe evory year there was a treaty
negotiated, which involved & considerable amount of
expense. But 80 far as the administration of the work of
the Department is concerned, it is now precisely what it
was in 1878, except in so far as the hon. gentleman may
have increased it by those unfortunate experiments in min-
ing operations. Notwithstanding all this, we find that the
expense of the Department has enormously increased. In
1878 there were eleven officers connected with the Indian
Branch, whose salaries amounted to $11,880 ; while there are
now thirty-one officers, whose salaries amount to $32,310.
That is a threefold increase in the number of employees and
in the expenditure. In 1878 we charged the salary of the
Tnspeetor of Indian Agencies in the North-West to the
Department, he was treated as an officer of the Department,
whereas, at present, the hon. gentleman charges the expense
of that officer’s salary to the appropriation for expendiiare
in Manitoba and the North-West Territorier, I refer to Mr.
McCaul,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Tfthe hon. gentleman
would only enquire a little he wuu!d fir.d that the business
of the Department has enormously increased, and with
respect to some of these salaries it is merely a transfer. For
instance, the whole Toronto general agency was broken up
and transferred here, and two officers; Mr, Plummer and
Mr. Dalton, are transferred here, and their salaries are
added to the inside service instead of being, as formerly,
charged to the outside service. Mr. Dingman, who has been
appcinted an inspector, is also added to the number. If the
hon. gentleman would happen, in his walks in the morning,
to go into the office, I think his old employees would prove
to bim that the work is so0 severo that they were obliged to
declare, especially in the Accountant’s Branch, that they
could not zet on without further help. In fact, the book-
keeper, the hon. gentleman knows, sa‘d he would resign
unless he got some considerable assistanco,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is a sort of
symmetry, as my hon. friend will see. The cost is three
limes a8 much a8 it was in his time, and the First Minister
18 expending three times as much on the Indians as my hon.
friend required to do.

Mr. BLAKE. 1 have nodoubt that if the hon. gentleman
wishes to vacate the office, my hon. friend will go there.

~ 8ir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If he knew how mauch
worry these Indians sometimes cause me, I would not
congratulate him on the change.

10. The Office of the Anditor. General $18,925 00

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I perceive there have
beerlta _eo;ne considerable changes, Will the hon. Minister
explain

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. M. Barber was superannuated.
He waa a first-class clerk and received the maximum salary.
One person has been promoted from second to first-class
another from third to second, and there has been a new ap:
pointment to the third-class, which will make a difference,
notwithstanding an increase of $50 in a fow of them, of $275
less than the year previous. This was due to the superannu-
ation of a first-class clerk who was &t the maximum and

..............

filling the position by a clerk at the minimum.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What age was Mr.!

Barber ?
106

Sir LEONARD TILLRY. He was not quite sixty, but
he was superannuatod on the certificate of his medical man,
that he had heart disease and must 1etire from the servise.

11. The Department of Finance and Treasury
Board..

....................................

$57,162 50

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The clerks seem to be
the same, but a messenger appears to bave been abolished.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. One officer, Mr. Higgins, has
been superannuated. He was at the maximum of his class.
A messenger has been superannuate i, and we do not propose
to fill vhe porition. There was a promotion of one employé
to another class. Altogether there is a decrease of $1,162,

12. The Department of Inland Revenue............ $34,212 50

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I observe that som)
officers have been dropped and some changes made.

Mr, COSTIGAN. As regards the staff,thero is no altora-
tion in numbers. Wo have appointed an additional messen-
ger. The Inspector of Standards has been transferred from
the inside to the outside service, The first-class clecks have
been reduced by one, This gentleman was estimated as
first-class last year, because be was doing the duties pertain-
ing to that class. This gontleman, Mr. Hall, although he
passed the necessary examisation, could not, it was held,
under the Civil Service Act, rise at once from the third-
olass to the first-class, and therefore he is estimated this
year as second-class. Mr. Devlin, last year, was third-class;
this year he is second-class.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I observe there is no
increase as between last year and the present year; butl
do no think there was any great occasion for the increase
which has taken place during the last few years. The
expenditure has run up from $26,000 to $34,000, after dis-
posing of the Inspector of Standards and also of & mecbanic
who used to be attached to that branch, The hon. gentle-
man is not responsible for that, but the increase is considor-
able.

13. The Department of Customs .......... s eeans eves . $35,420 00

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. IHereis aconsiderable
increase in various ways.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon, gentleman will see, on looking
at the figures, that the principal increase is caused by the
roposition to add to the staff two sccond-class clorke, either
y promotion or by appointment. The Commissioner, the
ChiefClerk and the Accountantare the same, $50 statatory in-
crease is given to the Clerk of Statistics. The first-clacs
clerk, and Assistant Accountant, are at the mazimum. The
proposal is, as I have said, to add two second-class clerks.
Some of the third-class clerks, instead of having been
appointed at $400, as provided in the Civil Service Act, are
clerks who have been transferred from the ountside service.
Whenever I find it necessary to have an experienced man,
one whom it would require twelve months to educate for
the work, I have a man transferred from the outside to the
inside service, under the Act, at the salary he received at
the place from which remecved; and then I appoint a
third-class clerk for the outside service. I may explain lo
the Committeo that these two clerks, at $1,100, may not be
appointed. If I fini third-classclerks who have passed some
of the optional su'j:cts which would fit them for the posi-
tions, I will employ tho cheaper ones. However, in the
Accountant’s B.unch, where the clerks must have a know-
ledge, not orly of the law, but of mathematics, 8o as to enable
them to make the calculations for drawbacks, &c., a better
class of men than you find among third-class clerks in the
Depariment, is required, and I bring them from the outside
cervice, That accounts for the apparent increase in this

!estimato, I may not, as was the case in regard to my last
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estimate, expend the moncy. If the hon, gentleman will
look at the Auditor-General’s Report or the Public Accounts
he will find that, though we took $32,950 last year, the
expenditure was only $30,428. 1If the hon. gentleman will
look at the expenditure of the Department in 1878,
the last year of their reign, adding the con-
tingencies to the salary account, he will find that the
expenditure was §44,610, while last year it was only $36,755,
notwithstanding the fact that there have been about $1,000
statutory increases every year during the last five years,
thus showing a reduced expenditure last year, as compared
with 1878, of §7,874.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. Minister of
Customs is to be congratulated. He is the sole member of
the Government of which so much can be said; but I am
bcund in honour to say that no complaint whatever can be
taken to the increases which the hon. gentleman speaks of
in his own Department. I ehall be glad, however, to know
what are the optional eubjects in the Customs Department
to which he referred.

Mr. BOWELL. The optional subjects to which I referred
are those which are provided for candidates passing Civil Ser-
vice examinations. Such as précis writing, a knowledge of
accounts, bool-keoping, and various otherssubjects. I may
state for the information of hon. members, that the plan was
adopted of allowing a third-class clerk an additional sum of
$50 on entering, for each optional subject upon which he
passed, and for which he received a certificate.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think that is very
reasonable. Is there the same rule in all the Departments?

Mr. BOWELL, Yes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I thought that, per-
haps, in the hon. gentleman’s own Department, they might
have varied from some of the others.

Mr. BOWELL. That would be in the case of promotional
examinations. Then we have special examinations for sar-
veyors, gaugers and other officers of that kind.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. 1 notice in the fifth
item, that the hon. gentleman took, last year, a vote for two
first-class clerks ; now he asks for one, Is thata death or
a superannuation ?

Mr. BOWELL. That is the case of Mr, Grant, who,
though comparatively a young man, was in such a condi-
tion of health, that on the certificate of his physician here,
as well as in New York, where he was obliged to go, he was
superannuated. The position is not yet filled, though the
work he formerly performed is now done by a third
class clerk, - Mr. Grant obtained his rank for long service.

Mr. GAULT. I think the Minister of Customs is to be
congratulated on running his Department so economically.
In fact, I think he runs it too closely, and that if he spent
$20,000 more, it would be a great advantage to the country.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think the hon. gentleman might be
a little more liberal in considering claims presented to him.
I have had something to do with presenting claims to his
departient, and I find him hard as nails,

Mr. GUILLET. T have the same complaint to make,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT: I would suggest, on
the doctrine of averages, that the hon. gentleman’s economy
will only make up for the too great laxzity elsewhere.

14. The Department of the Postmaster-General. $147,330 €0

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I recollect how we
were abused for asking $87,000 for this service a fow years
ago, when we had only ninety-two clerks. No doubt there has
been a good deal of increase of business in the North.West

but I think a battalion of 171 clerks, and a vote of 8147,336! Statute,

Mr, BoweLL.

is more than the increase in the work of the Department in
the last four or five years would fairly warrant. I netice
by the Public Accounts, that some thirty or forty extra
hands were employed in the Department during last year.

Mr. CARLING. There has not been a single extra hand
employed in my Department during the last year. These
in 1882-83 were made permanent clerks last year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am glad to hear that,
Will the hon. gentleman cxplain the necessity for the addi:
tions in other items.

Mr. CARLING. There are no additions, except junior
clerks, who come in at the salary of $400 a year. The
addition of ten clerks is on account of the great increase in
the business of the Department. No less than 1,000 new
post offices have been established within the past five years.
This, with the general increase of business, the opening up
of new mail routes in the North-West, the Increasing
number of mail contracts in different parts of the Dominion,
and the increase in the savings banks, accounts for the
growth of the expenditure. The increased revenue of the
Department last year, I may state, was something over
$200,000.

Mr. HESSON. I am surprised that the increase has not
been greater, and that the hon. gentleman has been able to
conduct his Department with salaries so much lower than
those of the other Departments. I presume that he requires
in his staff as much intelligence and experience as are re-
quired in similar officers in other Departments, as his is one
whose work is identified with every interest in the country.
This state of things is very gratifying, considering the in-
creased work in the Post Office Department, which must
have taken place within the last five or ten years, and the
increased revenue which is being derived from the Depart-
ment. Ithink the Postmaster General is, perhaps, if any-
thing, too close. The officers there, somo of them, work
very hard, and are very poorly paid.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not quite agree
with the hon. gentleman. Apparently the work of. the De-
partment has increased but 25 per cent. in the last five years,
while the expenditure has increased 100 per cent., although
you ought to be able to manage the larger amount of work
for a little less, proportionately, than the smaller amount.

15. The Department of Agriculture........cee .$44,695 00

Mr. McLELAN, Besides the statutory increases, the
only addition is one third-class clerk in the fourth division,
at $350.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the duty of
the gentleman described as an attaché ?

Mr. McLELAN. I cannot give a fuller explanation than
I have given, but I dare say that the Minister in ¢ . of
the Department, who is absent on account of ill-health, will
be able to give it on Concurrence. I will make & note of it,
and draw his attention to it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the hon. Minister
of Finance know whether the Statistics and Census. Branch
has been specially created- with the view of looking after the
Census affairs ? 1 think the vote first appeared in thisshape
last ycar. Some of these titles are rather unfamiliar.
Statistical officer and attaché are new terms.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY, My own impression is that-the
attaché is & gentleman who understands foreign languages ;
but we shall give the information on Concurrence.
statistical officer, I think, is employed in obtaining statistics
with reference to the public health,

16. The Department of Marine and Figheries $36,142 &0

Mr. McLELAN. These are all increases under the



1884.

COMMONS DEBATES.

843

17. The Department of Pablic Works... weeu $42,790 00

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The increase of $1,360 is
composed of these two items: $960 for ordinary increases
under the Statute, and $400 for increasing the salaries of
the Chief Engineer and the Chief Architect by $200 each.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Are these increases
made under special anthority.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The salaries of these gen-
tleman are fixed by Order in Council, subject to the sanction
of Parliament. The Chief Engineer, Mr. Perley, and the
Chief Architect, Mr. Fuller, are two gentlemen of very high
position, and their salaries are very small compared with
the work they have to perform, and with the salaries granted
to similiar officers outside of the Government, I would
have been di to ask for an increase of $500 for each
of them, but it was thought that we could not give them
more than we give to the Department.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In the case of gontle-
men in whom special gkill is required, are the increases pro-
vided by the Statue, or are they made by Order in Council
and by the authority of this House,

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The salaries of officers who
are Jrofessional men and occupy & special position, are not
fixed by Statate ; but of course we cannot increase these
salaries without the previous sanction of Parliament, I
may say to the hon. gentleman that if these officers were to
leave us, I doubt very much if we wounld be able to obtain a8
good officers, and with equal experience, for the salaries we
give to these gentlemen.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. ave thero been any

deaths or superannuation, or are the gentlemen of the staff
the same ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Oncofficer was transforred
from another Department, and onc vacancy was filled; but
the staff is not increased.

18. The Department of Railways and Canals.... $15,227 50

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. What are the changes
here ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There is one first-class and
one second-class clerk ‘more. These are the only changes,
and the increases are simply the statutory increases:

_Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who is the first-class
clerk who has gone? There wero six last year, but there
are only five this year.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY, [ cannot answer that question.
I will take a note of it,

19. Departmental Contingencies......coee veenesivenns $171,930 00

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Thereisa considerable
increase in thig,

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. In the Post Office Department
and the Department of Agriculture, there is alarge increase
in printing and stationery and other contingencies, owing
to increased business,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is included in the
amount for Departments generally ? IDoes that include the
High Commissioner’s ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No; this is for stationery
generally, to the various Departments.

Sir BICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In the last Pablic
Accounts, 1 observe that at the end of Civil Government,
the High Commissioner of Canada in England, Sir Alexander
Galt, is. entered for amount expended in contingencies for
his office, $5,452. That was the reason why I enquired

whether any allowance in thisitem of $171,000, was made for
the High Commissioner, under the head of contingencies for
Departments generally, $18,000. Does thisinclude any such
item ? In 1883, apparently, a considerable sum was included
for the High Commissioner. '

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Thero is, I think, no such
sum included in this sum of $18,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Thero is no mistake
about this having been included bofore. 1t is the only head
under which it perhaps could be charged. Does the hon.
gentleman know what is included in that, in a general way?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I do not. It is practically
for stationery.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Will the hon. gontleman
explain tho $3,000 for commissions ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I will take a note of it and
do 80 on Coancarrence.

Resolutions to be reported, Committee to sit again,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment 6&'
the ITouse; and (at 11:25 o’clock, p.m.) the Houso adjcuraed.

IHOUSE OF COMMONS,
Frivay, 14th March, 1384,
The SpeArER todk tho Chair at Threo o'clock.

Prayzrs.
ONTARIO AND QUEBEC RAILWAY LEASE BILL.

Mr. HAGGART moved that the name of the mover of this
motion be substituted for that of Mr. Abbott, member for
tueiconnty of Argenteuil, as the promoter of Bill (No. 32),
to confirm tho lease of the Ontario and Queboc Railway to
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, and for other pur-
poses.

Mr. CAMERON (ITuron). No notice has been given of
this motion, and it cannot be made.

Mr. SPEAKER. I think it would como under Rule 31,
which says that the Rule requiring notice dces nct apply
after the Bill is introduced. It is on the same principle as
that on which the Committee was altered on the Bill of th
hon. member for L'Islet. :

Mr. BLAKE. That is not a correct application of the
Rule. No notice is required by that Rule, because the House
has defined the stages through which the Bill must go, but
this is an extraneous motion not connected with the pro-
gress of the Bill through the House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no such inten- -
tion in the Rule. The rule of notice does not apply to the
Bill introduced, ’

Mr. HAGGART. The former promoter of the Bill is
firmly convinced he had a perfect right to move the Bill,
but as it is getting late in the Session and an argument may
arise, similar to that which arose tho other night, he
thought it better in the interest of the Bill that his name
should bs withdrawn and another substituted. :

Mr. SPEAKER. I think it comes under this rale~that :
notice ghould not apply to Bills after their introduction’ or
to Private Bills, Itcomes under the same ruling as I.
made with regard {o altering the Committee of the Whole
for a Bill.

Motion agreed to.
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REPORT.

The following Report was laid on the tablo: —
Annual Report of ihe Department of the Interior for the
year 1883.—(Sir John A. Macdonsld.)

INDEPENDENCE OF PARLIAMENT ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the second reading
of Bill (No. 111) respecting the Independence of Parlia-
ment Act 1878, 41 Victoria, Chapter 5.

Mr. BLAKE. Explain.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, the Bill is
an amendment to the Independence of Parliament Act of
1878. The first clause is introduced in consequence of the
discussion which arose as to the meaning of the first section
of the Act of 18178, the Independence of Parliament Act, in
which some weight was given to the word  attached.” It
was said that, if a salary is attached in any way to the
office, although the salary is not received, the party acting,
doing the duties of any commission or appointment of any
kind, although, by his appointment and by his distinct
agreement, no salary is to be received, but he is to act gra-
tuitously, he is disqualified from holding a seat in Parlia-
meut. That appeared to the Government to.be unreason-
able, and they desire to have the Act amended. The first
clause of the Act provides for the disqualification. It is pro-
posed that this sug-section shall be added :

¢“Provided further, that nothing in this section shall render ineligible

any person holding any office, commission or employment of the nature
or description mentioned in sub-section (a) of this section, a3 a member
of the House of Commons or shall disqualify him from sitting or voting
therein if by his commission or other instrument of appointment it is
declared or provided that he shall hold such office, commission or em-
ployment without any salary, fees, wages, allowances or emolument or
other prefit of any kind that may be attached thereto.”
It is to remove the question that was raised, that, if 4 Stalute
attaches a certain salary, although, by positive agreement
or by commission or appointment, the party is not 1o receive
the salary so attached, still he is disqualified. The second
clause speaks of the case of Sir Charles Tupper. I do not
know that the second clause is required. However it has
1 een inserted in the Act, following the precedent of 1874, in
1he case of Mr. Macdonald, who was Queen’s Printer in Nova
Scotia, and had a seat in the House, and it was declared
in the Act that, by that, Mr. Macdonald did not forfeit the
scal,

Mr. MACKENZIE. That was not in 1874,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No, in 186%-68. The
principal object of the Act was to prevent the voidance of
our seats by myself and all the Government. It was in
1867 that that Act passed. During the discussion, the point
was raised that Mr, Macdonald, the hon. member for
Antigonish, if I remember aright—

Mr. MACKENZIE. No; Lunenburg.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. My hon. friend’s memory
is more perfect than mine in many things, Isec. The point
was raised that he held an office which disqualified him,
and, under the circumstances, Parliament allowed this
clause to be put in, declaring that it did not vacate his seat.
In pursnance of that precedent, the second clause is inserted
The last clause provides for an indemnity : -

‘“This Act may be pleaded as a bar and discharge to any action or
Buit pending, or which may be brought against Sir Oharles T'upper, for
any matter, cause or thing mentioned in this Act, and shall also be a
discharge of any judgment for any such penalty as is mentioned in the
nex: preceding section, and any costs on such judgment.’’

The point will naturally be raised that, if an action has been
commenced, there is a sort of vested interest in the costs.

This clause is an exact copy of the Act introduced in 1877
Mr, SerrakEs.

in the case of Mr. Perry. At all events, I propose that this
Act should be sent ‘o the Committee on Privileges and Elec-
tions, when they will consider ; in the first place, the pro-
priety of altering the Independence of Parliament Act, and
will then consider the case of Sir Charles Tupper, a point in
reference to which has already been referred to that Com-
mittee. It is therefore proper and germane to that reference
that this Bill should be sent fo that Committee.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Which is to be taken up first, the
reference or the Bill ?

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. I think the reference ought
to be taken up first; the Bill afterwards,

Mr. MACKENZIE. I suappose it would be tho proper
thing, when a matter has been referred to a Committee
to have the Committee report before introducing the Bill.
The hon. gentleman proposes now to have the reference and
the Bill before the Committee at the same time. Tho pro-
ceeding is most unusual.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It would perhaps be pro-
per if that were the only point in the Bill, but I think it is
well that the Committee should decide on the first point,
which is in reference to Sir Charles Tupper’s case, and then
whether, in the future, if the Government choose to employ
any member of Parliament, for special reasons, to perform
duties, to sit on a commission or otherwise, without getting
anything for it, that fact of his accepting that commission,
when he agrees positively that he shall act gratuitously,
shall vacate his seat. That is for the future. That is a
poiut that I desire to have fully considered by the Com-
mittoe on Privileges and Elections, They can consider it in
all its bearings, That is why I propose the roference of
this Bill. I take it that the Committce will consider the
references in their order, and that the first question to be
decided by that Committee will be the reference made the
other day, and afterwards they can discuss this Bill at
their leisure. If they come to one conclusion, it may
affect the Bill very considerably ; but, at all events, as far
a8 I am a member of the Committee myself, and I think I
can promiee, they will be taken in their order, and the Reso-
lutions will be considered first, before the Bill.

Mr- CAMERON (Huron). Mr. Speaker, I do not think
that for the last sixteen or eighteen years any important
Bill has been introduced in Parliament with fewer and
more unsatisfactory explanations than the hon. gent'e-
man vouchsafed to give us upon this occasion. I say it
is an important Bill, one of the most important Bills ever
submitted to any Parliament, a Bill covering principles that,
in my estimation, are of the most vicious character; and

ot the hon, gentleman moved the second reading of this

ill without a solitary word of explanation. He vouch-
safed no explanation until the hon, member for West
Durham drew his attention to the fact, and then
I humbly submit that the explanations given by
the hon. gentleman are by no means satisfactory.
The hon. gentleman stated that this Bill was an outcome, or
was duo to the discassion of the motion of the hon. member
for West Durham, made some time ago in Parliament to
declare the seat for Cumberland vacant. But the hon. gen-
tleman knows that notice of this Bill was given on the Notice
Paper before that discussion on that motion took place in the
Houge. The hon. gentleman stated in reply to my bon.
friend from East York, who objected to a reference of this
Biil to the Committee on Privileges and Eleetions at all until
they had reported upon the resolution already referred, to
them, that the Committee would cxamine the matter, and
especially the first clause of the Bill. Now, I say that ihe
first clause of thie Bill is not a question that ought to be
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections atall.
It is & question touching the independence of this Parlia-
ment; it is a question of policy that the Government,
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on their responsibility to the House and the country, ought
to deal with,and to ask the Committee on Priw_leges and Hlec-
tions to formulate a policy for the Government is a course that
has never been taken in this House except by the bov.
gentleman. Now, Sir, I say this Bill is a vicious Bill;
it is a bad Bill, and ought not fo receive the sanction
of Parliament., I am opposed to the Bill upon several
grounds. I am opposed to the Bill in the first place because
the Minister of Railways, having, with his eyes open, and
knowing what the law was, accepted the position of High
Commissioner to England with the emoluments, the allow-
ances, the perquisites and the profits connected therewith,
his seat for the county of Cumberland thercbhy becamo
vacant under our Indepondence of Parliament Act. Iam
opposed to the Bill because it goes further than that; it not
only proposes to indemnify the Minister of Railways for
illegally sitting in Parliament, but on the assumption that
the seat for the county of Cumberland is vacant, the Bill
undertakes to make the Minister of Railways a momber
jor the county of Cumberland by an Act of Parliament.
1 am opposed to this Biil, in the third place, because it is a
direct violation of, and interference with, the Independence
of Parliament Act—a direct interference with the Indepen-
dence of Parliament Act in the interest of one man and to
cover one solitary case; and I say that it is contrary to the
rule and the practice of this House and of the lmperial
Parliament to legislate in the interests of one man.
Now, I said the seat of the hon. member for Cumber-
land is vacant, I discussed that point to some extent
some time ago; I propose discassing it again, and as this i3
an important question, a question that, in its present shape,
bas never been submitted to the Canadian Parliament before,
I make no apology to the House for dealing with it at some
length. Now, Sir, I say that the seat of the hon. member
for Curaberland, by his acceptance of the office of High
Commissioner to England, thereby became vacant, The
First Minister contended, when we were discussing the
proposition of the hon. member for West Durham to
deslare the feat for Cumberland vacant, that the
acceptance of the office of High Commissioner, with tho
salary attached thereto, did not vacate the seat ;
and the hon. gentleman was good enough to refer
us to several precedents in England which, he contended,
bore out his assertion. He referred us to the case
of Mr. Gladstone who, while he was a member of the Im-
perial Parliament, was appointed to, and accepted the dis-
tinguished position of, Lord High Commissioner to the
Tonian Islands. Me referred us to the case of Sir Stafford
Northeote who, while he was a member of Parliament, was
appointed by the Imperial Government Lord High Commis-
sioner to Washington ; and the hon. gentleman upon other
occasions referred to other cases. He referred to the case
of Lord Castlereagh who, at one time, was appointed Special
Eavoy to Vienna ; and to Lord John Raussell who was
also appointed Special Envoy to that Court. He referred
also to the oases of Lord Boaconsfield and Lord Aylesbury
who were appointed respectively Ambassador and Specizl
Envoy to the Court of Berlin. But the hon. gentleman, if
he had taken the trouble to examine these precedents and
the ground upon which they were justified in England,
would have come to the conclusion without the slightest hesi-
tation, that they had no application to the position occupied
by.iho Minister of Railways. Sir, under the Imperial Act,
neither of the positions mentioned were disqualifying posi-
Lious or disqualifying offices; but under our Independence
of Parliament Act the office of High Commissioner to
England is a disqualifying office, and that beyond all contro-
Yersy. The acceptance of that office is not only a disqualify-
g act, but its acceptaunce and the retention of a seat in

arliament at the same time, are clear violations of our
Independence of Parlisment Act. Sir, the hon. gentleman

BOWs quite well that the cases he has referred to as justi.

fying the retention by the Minister of Railways of a socat in
this Parliament with the office of High Commissioner
do not apply {o the case of the Minister of Railways.
The offices the hon. gentleman referred to were tem.
porary offices; they were epecial employments for the
purpose of discharging special services, It has been held
in cages of that kind in England, apart from the law that
prevails there, as distingnished from the law in Canada,
that such employments would not necessarily, or at all,
vacate the seat of & man occupying such position. Mr,
Todd lays that rule down in his work on Parliamoentary
Government in England, page 260 :

“ Moreover, it has not been considered the practice to consider the

employment of members of the House of Commons upon Royal Commis-
sions, or on special services, &c.—which are not regular offices, and to
which no stated salary ig attached—as coming within the disqualifyin
operation of the Statute ; even when remuneration is received for sucﬁ
services.
There you seo the words that are used, * which are not
regular offices.”” Now, in this care, the position of tho
Minister of Railways is an office created by an Act of
Pariiament. The hon. gentleman knows further, that
the positions held by the gentlemen ho has referred to wero
either of Ambassador to a foreign Court, or of Ministor
Plenipotentiary to a foreign Court, or employment of a simi-
lar character; and the hon. gentleman knows quito well,
that in England for over 300 years the position of Ambas-
sador or Minister Plenipotentiary is excepted from the oper-
ation of the Independence of Parliament Act. If the
hon. gentleman will rofer to Iatscll, page 22, he
will find there a resolution of the English Parliament
passed in the year 1575, a resolution which has become part
of the law in Kngland, and is the law of Englavd to this
day, and that has been quoted on discussions in this question
in the Imperial Parliament as still being part of the law of
England. The following is the rule reterred t>: % On the
9th January, 1575, it is rosolved, that any person being a
membeor and in service of ambassade shall cot be removed
during such service;” and the following cases wore decided
under that rule:—

**On the 19th of November, 1606, a Committee is appointed to conai-
der of the case of several persons, who had received employment from
the King, since the last Session ; and on the 22nd they report, and it was
adjudged upon question, that 8ir Charles Cornwallis, Ambassador in
Spain, Sir George Carew, Ambassader in France, and Sir Thomas
Edmunds, Ambassador with the Arch Dake, should still stand in their
several places.

¢ On the 24th of April, 1611, 8Sir Thomas Roe acquaints the House, that
His Majesty has commanded him to undertake a gervice at the Diet in
Germany, lnvited to it by the King of Denmark, and other Protestant
Princes. He has leave from this House to be absent ; and to continue a
member of this House, notwithstanding his employment as His Majesty's
Ambassador in Germany.

¢t ‘On the 15th of February, 1711, the election of Sir Henry Belasyse is
declared void ; he having, since his election, accepted the office of one
of the Commissioners appointed to enquire into the number and quality
of the forces in Her Majesty’s pay, in Spain and Portugal, and to
examine into several accounts relative tothose forces.—S3ee the proceed-
ings on the 9th and 14th February upon this question.”

Now, Sir, it is not declared void thoreupon the ground that
it was an office, but an office as distinguished from the high
position of Ambassador and Minister Plenipotentiary :

€0On the 5th of March, 1713, several writs are issued in the rcom of
Mr. Herne, Mr, Murray, and Sir Joseph Martyn, they having acceptei
the orfices of commisssries, for treating with commissaries on ths pact of
France, for settling the trade between Great Britain and Frafice.

*On the 17th and 19th of April, 1714, a question was moved, whetber
thia office of commissaries, to treat with commissaries from France, was
a new created office, within the meaning of the act of 6th Queen Anne?
And was passed in the negative.

“On the Tth of July, 1715, on a question, whether Mr Carpenter, having
been appointed Envoy to the Court of Vienna, is thereby included in the
dizability of the 6th Anne, ch. 7?7 It passed in the negative.”

Now I say that has been the law of the Imperial Parliament
for the last 350 years, There is no exception tothatrulein
England. Itis recognized a3 tho law in England to-day ; butit
is not the law here, We have no such law in Canada ; Parlia-

ment never adopted any such rule as was adoPted 350 years :

1S
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ago by the Imperial Parliament. In this matter we are
guided solely by the Independence of Parliament Act, and
that being so, the hon. Minister of Railways’ case comes
clearly within the Independence of Parliament Act. The
rule that prevails in England has passed into law. A mem-
ber there can occupy the position of & member of the Im-

erial Parliament, and at the same time hold the position of

inister Plenipotentiary or Ambassador. Here the law is
different. Here we bave no such law; here we have
a law to prevent any such occurrence. Tho law
in England has never been altered or changed, in
that respect, although modified in perhaps a hundred
different ways, in the last 350 years, and officials or gentle-
men occupying the position to which I have just re-
ferred are still exempt from the operation of the Indepen-
denoce of Parliament Act. The hon. gentleman knows that
in England the first law passed in the Imperial Parliament
with respcct to the independence of Parliament was, 23
Edwgrd the Third, That prohibits ¢ taxers, collectors or
receivers of the fifteenth then granted ” from sitting in Par-
liament. This continued the law and was practically un-
changed up to 1709, when the Statute still in force, 6th
Anne, c. 7 (1709), was passed, but through all the changes
which have been madein England in the law for 350 years the
law is unchanged with respect to members occupying the posi-
tions which Mr. Gladstone and Sir Stafford Northcote occu-
}ned , and on the authority of which the hon, gentleman (Sir

ohn A. Macdonald) based the retention by the Minister o

Railways of his seat in Parliament. This very question came
directly before the Imperial Parliament in 1851. The
Ion. Richard Lalor Sheil, then member for Dungarvan ,was
appointed by the Imperial Government to the distinguished
pusition of Minister Plenipotentiary to the Grand Duke of
Tuscany. On his acceptance of the office Mr. Sheil's seat
was declared vacant, and it was moved in the Imperial Par-
liament that a new writ issue for a burgess to represent
Dungarvan, and anew writ issued accordingly. The very
day after the issue of the writ it was discovered that a mis-
tike had been made, and that a writ should not have issued.
A motion was made in the Imperial Parliament to issue a
supersedeas to the writ for a new election for Dungarvan.
Lt us sce on what ground the supersedeas was granted,
because it was granted and the writ was recalled. Mr.
Hayter, in making the motion, said :

‘‘He wa3 in error in moving yerterday a writ for this borough. He
had moved it on the assumption that the Right.Hon. Richard Lalor
Sheil, having accepted the office of Minister Plenipotentiary to the
Geand Duke of Tascany, had vacated his seat for the borongh; bat it
tarped out that this was a mistake, for on referring to precedents, it
appeared that the seat was not vacated by the aceceptanee of that office.
Therefore the only course now left him was to move that the order be
superceded ; and with that view he begged to move that the order of
yesterday, the 4th instant, in reference to the writ be then read.

¢ ise Clerk having read the order,

“ Mr. Ha&ter-bogge to move,

¢4 That the Spenker do issue his warrant to the Clerk of the Crown in
Ireland to make out a supersedeas to the said writ for the election of a
burgher to gerve in this present Parliament for the Borough of Dun-
garvan.’ ”

Mr. Roebuck discussod the question somewhat fully, and
Mr. Hayter replicd, stating :

¢ The hon. gentleman wished to know whether or not the present
courze was that usually pursued. Now, he apprehended the usual course
was, when an error had been committed, to rectifyit as aoon aspossible.
The fact would depend on the commigsion of the act. On relerence to
Hatgzell, volume 2, 23, there was this entry :

44 On the Tth July, 1715, on a question whether Mr. Oarpenter, having
been appointed Envoy to the Court of Vienna, is thereby included in the
disability of the 6th of Anne, chapter 7, it passed in the negative.’

¢ There were several instances where gentlemen who were members of
the House had discharged the duties of ambassadors also ; there was the
cage of Mr. Canning, of Sir Robert Adair, and of Lord Barchersh.

Therefore it seemed clear that the mere agceptance of this office did not
divest the ambassador of the character of member of this House.

Mr, French said :

¢ He thought the procesdings quite eontrary to commen gense, that
an hon. member should aecept an offie of emolament and still retain

(Mr. Caxerox (Huron).

his seat, Here was the acoeptance of an office of emolument under the
Crown, which would moreover leave the coustitucacy uarepresented—
Mr. Canning’s was merely & temporary mission. 1t would be well if
the Attorney-General explained.”

And the Attorney-Genoral did explain, He said:

“ The House would be aware that by the Siatute sixth of Anne, the
aceeptance of any office of profit from the Crown, mikes  the election
void. The question was whether the acceptance of this office of envoy
to a foreign court—such as had been accepted by his right hon. friend
Richard Lawlor Sheil,came within the disability of the Statute of Queen
Anne. Now there were distinct precedents where that House had
decided that the acceptance of such office did not come within the
disability. A case of inadvertenee had occurred in the issue of a writ
for the Borough of Dungarvan. In fact the Borough of Dungarvan was
not vacant; and therefore no election could at present take place.
In case an election did take place under the circumstances the gentie-
man so elected would not be entitled to take his seat in that House did
he present himself at the Table. The Right Honorable Richard Lalor
Sheil was at that moment member for Dangarvan; and the guestion was
now, what course they were to adopt to remedy the error. He saw no
course but to authorize the Speaker to issue a writ of supersedeas.’”’
That was the course taken in that case, and the raling was
based solely on the Rule of Parliament to which I have
referred. 1 say therefore upon these authorities it is mani-
festly clear that a gentleman holding the position of Minis-
ter of Railways cannot hold a seat in Parliament if he accepts
tho office of High Commissioner to HKogland. The First
Minister took objection to the motion of the hon. member
for West Durham (Mr. Blake) on another ground. Hesaid
thatifa membar of the House held an office under the Crowan,
such, for instance, as the office of Minister of - Railways,
which by law he can hold, with a seatin Parliament having
first obtained the approval of his constituents, he had a right
to hold with such office a political or disqualifying office ; that
having the right to hold a political office he had, as a conse-
quence, a right to hold a non-political or disqualifying office,
and the acceptance of the non-political office does not
vacate his seat. The hon. gentleman’s argument is, that
by adding a disqualifying office to a qualifying office, whieh
the member has a right to hold, the member has the
right to hold both offices and his seat; that the offices are
cumulative, that having the right to hold one he has the
right to hold the other. I challenge the hon. gentleman to
point out a single case in the history of Parliamentary Gov-
ernment in England for 500 years where a Minister of the
Crown and Member of Parliament, holding a political office,
an office which does not disqualify, which is consistent with
occupying a seat in Parliament—that & man has a right to
hold a non-political and disjualifying office, the holding of
which is in violation of the Independence ot Parliament Act.
I challenge the hon. gentleman to point out one case where
that has been done.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. T call the hon. gentle-
man’s attention to this fact while he calls on me to cite a
case, he has just stated that Eonglish precedents are of no
value and that we are governel altogether by the Canadian
Statate.

Mr. CAMERON. That oniy makes my case the stronger.
Isay that even in England, where the law is not so stringent
as here,he cannot point to any such case. The hon. gentleman
rests his case solely on English precedents, and yet I repeat
that he cannot in the Hoglish records find a case analagous
to the case of the Minister of Railways. I say there were
certain offices created before the Independence of Parlia-
ment Act in the sizth year of Queen Aune, and that that
Statute did not apply to offices created before 1705. 1t omly
applied to those subsequently created. For example takethe
case of Lord Middleton, who, in 1725, was appointed one of
the Lord Justises of Ireland without salary; and the case
of Sir William Gifford, who was 'appointed in 1710 to an
office under the Crown without vacating his seat in Parlia-
ment. In both cases the Statute of Anne did not apply
because the offices were created before it passed. fm
again in cases where both are offices of State ihey
can be held together without disqualification, as, for
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instance, where a member of Parliament aoccepted an
office ot State, and having thereby vacated his seat, and
been elected by the people, and appointed to a second office
of State. This can beldone without vacating the seat on the
acceptance of the recond office. This doctrine is illustrated
by the cases of Sir Robert Walpole, Mr. Pitt, Lord North,
Mr. Capning and Sir Robert Peel, each of whom, at different
times, filled the positions of First Lord of the Treasury, and
Chancellor of the Exchequer, without disqualification.
‘Under the same decctrine, we have the case of Mr. Spencer
Percival, who, in 1809, was Chancellor of the Exchequer,
and suoceeded the Duke of Portland as First Lord of the
Treasury, retaining both offices; and by the case of Mr.
Bathurst, who, in 1821, held one Cabinet office and assumed
the Presidency of the Board of Control. As late as 1873,
we find that Mr. Gladstone, First Lord &f the Treasury,
assumed the office of Chancellor without vacating his seat.
But I say these were all offices of State political and non-
disqualifying offices, and under the Independence of Parlia-
ment Act the holding of both offices was perfectly consist-
ent with a seat in the House, I again challenge the First
Minister to point out a single case of a member of the Im-
perial Parliameat bolding a non-political, or a disqualifying
office at the same timo that he heldfa political ofiice and a
reat in the House. So much for the vacation of tbe seat.
Now what does tho hon. gentleman want us to do with respect
to this Bill ? What are the provisions of this Bill? What
does the hon. gentleman want to commit Parliament to by
this measure 7 Why, Sir, the hon. gentleman wants
to commit the Parliament of Canada to a lie, Tle
wants to commit the p-ople of this country to a lie. 1o
cannot get his Bill through Parliament except by committing
Parliament to a lie. The second clause of the B:ll says :

‘¢ That the said Sir Charles Tupper did not by reason of his accepting
or holding the eaid office of High Commissioner for Canada under the
said Commission, ceage to be & member of the said House,”

The hon. gentleman asks this Parliament to affirm that Sir
Uharles Tupper by accepting an office of profit under the
Crown, did not thereby vacate his seat in this House. That is
the proposition to which he wants this House to commit itself.
1 say it is an extraordinary proposition. I say that on the
face of it it is a plain untruth. I say that if any man by
accepling an office under the Crown ever did vacate his seat
in Parliament, Sir Charles Tupper did by the acceptance of
this office, and the seat for the county of Cumberland is now
vacant and a writ ought to have issued for a new election.
I say that the hon. gentleman himself will not get up in
Parliament, and on his responsibility as a Minister of the
Crown state that Sir Charles Tupper has not vacated his
seat. He will not say so; he cannot say so; I challenge
him to say se. I say that Sir Charles Tupper himself will
not say that ho has not vacated his seat. A reference
to the Aect would convince anybody who is not
blind to .the truth that by the acceptance of this
office, an office in the gift of the Crown, anj office received
by Sir.Charles Tupper with all emoluments, allowances,and
}lmﬁts connected therewith—that he has vacated his seat.
1f that is the fact, and if we must pass this Bill, let us pass
1t on proper grounds. Let us pass it with the truth on the
face of the Bill, and not a transparent lie. I say thatevery
step taken by the hon. gentleman from the first day this
Session opened, from the day he introduced this Bill,
down ' to this hour, is the clearest possible indica-
tion that Sir Charles Tupper is not today a member of
this. House. Sir Charles lupper’s own conduct from the
hour the House met.until it closes, unless the Bill in the
Mmeantime pamses, is a-clear indication of the fact that this
Bill an the face of it does not tell the truth. If it tells the
trath what. is the meaning of this Bill? If Sir Charles
Tupper. did not cease to be the member for the county
of Cumberland, why does the hon. gentleman intro-

duce a Bill to make him a. member for that county
by Act of Parliamoent, If Sir Charles Tapper is- still
s member for the county of Cumberland, why was it
necessury to refer the motion of my hon. friend for West
Durham to the Committee on Privileges and Elections ? Tho
hon. gentleman will contend that he never vacatod his sest,
the Bill says that he did not vacate his seat, and yet on his
own motion he refers it to the Committee ox: Privileges and
Elections, and he introduces this Bill to indemnify the hon,
gentleman to justify his illegal, unjustifiable aud unwarrant-
able conduct of sitting in Parliament in defiance of the Act.
Still on the face of the Bill we are asked to say that Sir
Charles Tupper did not vacate his seat by accopling the
office of High Commissioner of the Canadian Government in
England. But that is not all that is stated in this clause.
It states that not omly did not the hon. gontleman vacate
his seat, but that he did pot become disqualified
from sitting or voting in Parliament and did not
commit any offence against the provisions of the Act.
Yet the bon. gentleman wanis to idemnify Sir Charles
Tupper. If he did not violate the Act, what is the mean-
ing of this Bill? If Sir Charles Tupper is not to-day opon
to the penalties for a violation of the Independence of
Parliament Act, why is this Bill before Parliament, and
why is the House asked to vote on it? I repeat, that
the whole of the hon. gontleman's conduct, the whole
of Sir Charles Tupper's conduct, from the first day
Parliament met down to the present hour is the strongest
possible evidence we could have that Sir Charles Tupper
18 not now a member of Parliament, Sir Charles Tupper
tells us that he has always the courage of his convic-
tions, and does any man tell me that he is not con-
scious that he is not 8 member of Parliament when he has
avoided voting from the first day Parliament opened until
to-day. I say that he is disqualified; I say it is an outrage
on Parliament to ask the House, in the face of these facts
to say that the seat is not now vacant. No one belioves
that it is not vacant, and least of all the First Minister and
the Minister of Railways. 1f we aro to pass a bil! let us do so
with the truth set out on the face of this Bill; let the hon.
gentleman pass his Bill honestly, openly, and above board,
Let him say to the Minister of Railways:* You have vacated
yourseat it is true; I want to have you in Parliament, and 1
will pass an Act making you a member of Parliament by
Act of Parliament.” This is not the first time this course
has been taken by the hon. gentleman. He did it in this
House, in this Parliament, when we gave a seat by a reso.
lution of this House, to a member now here, but the hon.
gentleman wants to do it more formally this time. To-day
he fills a vacant seat by Act of Parliament. I ask the hon,
gentleman does he not see how he is lowering and degrading
the position of a member of Parliament ? I ask if there is
any person in this House who does not see how he is lower.
ing and degrading the position of the Minister of Railways
by undertaking to make him a member of this House by
Act of Parliament. What does he say to his colleague?
He says: You have no right, yon have no business to
sit here, your seat is vacant, but I will make
you a member of this House by Actof Parliament,
and I will call upon my majority in this Ilouse to vote
that Bill through for this purpose. Sir, I wonder if
the hon. Minister of Railways will stand this—so high spir-
ited and sensitive—a gentleman, as he is, so keenly alive to
the honour and dignity of Parliament, that when a vole is
about to be taken, he leaves his place in the House and sits
at the back of the Speaker’s Chair. Will he be satisfied to
occupy the position of a member of Parliament by Act of
Puarliament ? I trust that the hon. gentleman will not do
that. The position taken by the First Minister is an extre-
ordinary position ; it is a_scandalons position ; it is an
outrage on the freedom and independence of Parliament, and
on the rights ef the people of this country.
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Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.

Mr. CAMERON. Yes, and the First Minister knows
where he stands. He knows that he can force this Bill
through Parliament, and that our solemn protest will not
stop him. He knows that he can make Sir Charles Tupper
a member of Parliament by Act of Parliament, and he will
do it.. These wero not always the views taken by the hon.
gentleman with respect to the dignity of Pailiament. Me
was once strong upon the necessity, in the public interest,
of protecting the Independence of Parliament. When a
Bill was introduced for the purpose of indemnifying some
mombers of the lato Parliament who had unwittingly vio-
lated that Act, the hon. gentleman in the strongest lang-
uage, opposed the passage of that Bill, contending that
everybody was assumecd to know the law, and such being
the case, if a member committed a violation of it, he had to
take the consequences. That was the ground taken by the
hon. gentleman in 1877, when he denounced the hon, mem-
ber for East York and the Government of which he was the
leader, for submitting to Parliament a Bill to indemnify
members who had unwittingly violated the Independence of
Parliament Act 1 will bring the hon. gentleman face to
face with his own declarations on that oceasion. I propose
to read from Hansard, and I am glad we have an authori-
tative exposition of tho hon, gentleman’s views on this
question.  On the motion for the second reading of that
Bill, tho hon. gentleman, then leader of the Opposition,
stated :

‘'He could quite understand that there might be occasioned when a
Bill of Indemnity m:ght pass, when gsome one had unwittingly committed
a breach of the 1aw, In regard to which they had two or three precedents
in England. But this Bill sets aside the law of the land, and provided
that & person who sat in this House wrongfully, if he had a bora fide
belief that he had a right to sit there, should still retain his seat. 'The
country would say there was no use in Parliament passing laws to pre-
serve the independence or purity of Parliament, or to protect the people
against having improper regresentatives in the House, persons who had
forfeited their seats, if this Bill were t2 pass. It would be said : what is
the uge of passing laws cf this kind, if the moment persons are found to
have violated the laws they are repealed.”,

I agree with the hon. gentleman in what he said then, but
his course to-day is not what he indicated was the proper
course in 1877.  The hon. gentleman went on to say :

¢ Such a measure would weaken the moral eense of the people of the
country.”

Will hon. gentlemen on the other side of the Ilouce cheer
now ?

sS.iue ion. MEMBERS.  Hoear, hear.

Mr. CAMERON., It will no doubt gricve them to wenken
the morul sense of the people of the country. Ths hon.
gentleman continued :

‘“Here was a Biil of Indemnity, by wkich not only would men b2

deprived of the right acquired uader the law, but if it passed, no one
need trouble himself about penalties hereafter, for no gentieman would
be patriotic enough to hring actions against corrupt members of Parlia-
ment at his own expense. If a case was inquired into, and it was
shown before a Committee of the House that & party had uanwittingly
broken the law, there might be reason for passing a Bill of Indemuity’;
hut to vass a whitewashing Bill of that kind would be to make Parlia-
ment the laughing stock of the whole country.”
Sir, the hon. gentleman’s chickens have come homs to
roost. Is the hon. gentleman asking for a Bill of Indemnity
only ?  No, he asks for a good deal more, Sir. I would
object to even a Bill of Indemnity in this case, because the
Minister of Railways openly and not unwittingly violated
the law. An igrporant violation of the law was the ground
and the only ground, for the Bill of the hon. member for
East York. This Bill goes further; it makes one & member
of this House who has no seat in Parliament,

Mr. HESSON. Iow did you vote on that question?

Mr. CAMERON. That shows the ignorance of the hon.
genileman—how little he knows on this or any other sub-
Ject. If ho knows anything about it, he knows that I was

Mr. Cameron (Huron).

not in Parliament then ; but I can tell him how I would have
voted if I had been there. The hon. Minister of Agriculture
also gave his opinion of the Bill of 1877, in the fullowing
words :—

‘' They should be aware how they made preced:nts which would lagt
till the end of time. Hon. members ought to be clear and free from any
entanglement with influences which the Government might bring to
bear upon them. A great principle was at stake. They should not
forget the duty which they oweil to the people of this couatry. While
it might be feit that the action of the law was harch, and while they
might wish to believe the hon. gentleman in question—and no one could
desire to do 8o more than himself—yet he would mot like to iofringe
upon a grest principle. Any person who has, at any time since the
pagsiog of the said Act, been elected a member of the House of Com-
mons, and who, acting uader bona fide belief that he was or continued to
be qualified and capabie of sitting and voting a3s a member thereof has
sat or voted therein, shall be and is hereby indemnified, exonerated,
freed aad discharged from all pecuniary, penalties or forfeitures what-
soever (if any) whicll may have beea incurred by him by reason of
having 8o sat or voted at any time up to the end of the present Seasion
of Parliament. Who was L0 say whether an hon. member acted bona
Jide, except the hon. member ? Ever since he could remember, he had
beard thatno member of Parlinment should have transactions with the
Government to the extent of a single dollar. He did not believe there
was & single man igoorant of those principles, and that being the case,
while be repretted that any hon. member was placed in that position,
he felt justified in voting against the Bill, If they allowad the in-
dependence of Parliament to be infringed, and if they took the ground
that members of this House, who ought to know what the law was,
were to be excused, the result would be disastrous, and there wx; no
knowing where the thing would end.” :
Now, Sir, I agree with every word of these extracts which
I have just read. If the doctrine laid down there is a sound
constitutional doetrine, if it is in accordance with the rules
of Parliament and with the Independence of Parliament
Act, then I say that every word uttered by those hon. gen-
tlemen on that occasion is an argument against the passage
of this Bill. Now, I say that a B 1l of Indemnity can only
be justified upon the ground I have indicated, that the viola-
tion of the law was committed unwittingly, Do hon. gen-
tlemen on the other side pretend, will the hon. First Minis-
ter pretend, that the hon. Minister of Railways violated this
law in error and unwittingly. No, Sir; the hon. Minister of
Railways is too astute a man for that. He knows the law

erfectly well, and he must be presumed to have known the

aw wheon he violated it by taking the office of High Com-
missioner. The hon. gentleman did it with his eyes open
and with a full knowledge of all the facts. Itis as gross a
violation of the law and the rights of the people as was ever
perpetrated in this country; and I say that Parliament
ought not to sanction this Bill. Had this House been asked
to pass a Bill of Indemnity it would have been bad
enough ; but we are not only asked to indemnify Sir
Charlcs Tupper from the penaltics which he has in-
curred, but to make him a member of Parliament by Act of
Parliament; and that I will oppose. But that is not all,
We are asked to say what is not true, that the hon. member
has not vacated his seat; then we are asked to say that the
hon. gentleman should be idemnified and that there is just
cause for his being indemnified which is not correct. We are
asked to go a step farther ; we are asked to amend and to
change the Independence of Parliament Act—and in whose
interest ? In the public interest ?—for the benefit of this great
country ? No,Sir; in the interestof one individual and to cover
one solitary case. I say there never was, in the whole history
of Parliamentary Government, any such Bill as this passed
through any Parliament—a Bill changing the Independence
of Parliament Act in the interests of one individual, indem-
nifying that individual and making him an M.P. by Act of
Parliament. What will be the effect of this change? The

effect will be that the Government can to-morrow appoint
one half of the fmembers of this House, if they would
accept the appointments, to positions under the Crown,
and give them all the emoluments, allowances and
profits, but not the salary. That will be the effect of this

Bill if it should pass in its present shape. In this way, the
hon. gentleman proposes to violate and does violate the

! Independence of Parliament Act. I am not surprised at this
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coming from the hon. gentleman; he has always beon
opposed to the independence of Parliament; he has always
been anXious to have surrounding him, in and out of Parlia-
ment, hangers on and seckers afier office und‘er the Crown.
From the moment he first took his seat in Parliament, ho hgxs
persistently and consistently opposed every movement in
the direction of making more stringent the Independence of
Parliament Act; he has constantly and persistently advocated
the policy of leaving in the hands of the Government the
appointments to high places of trust uader the Crown
and of giving those places of trust to members of
Parliament. I have a right to go further than that;
I have a right to say, and I do say, that every change
in the Independeuce of Parliamont Act tending to restrict
tho power of the Government to appoint members of
Parliament to office has been forced on the (overnment
by the Liberal party. Tho only Independenco of Par-
liament Acts that we have, that are worth being called
80, are Acts which were forced throngh Parliament by the
action of the Liberal party. In 1843, shortly after the
Union, the first Independence of Parliament Act was passed
by the Baldwin-Lafontaino Government, and provided that
“all officers employed under the Crown recciving annual
salaries or allowances should be disqualified” from sitting
or voting in Parliament. Thiswould disqualify the nominee
or appointee, who had either salary or allowaace, from sit-
ting or voting in Parliament. This Act was continued down
to 1855. In 1855, the hon. First Minister was in power, he
was the ruling spirit in the Government, and he changed
the lndependence of Parliament Act. He found it too
ttringent, 80 he introduced the Act of 1355 which
provided :

““That no person holding any oce at the nomination of the Crown
to which an annual salary, or any allowsnce, fees or emoluments, in liru
of an annual salary, are attached shali be eligible as a member of the
Legislative Assembly.”

The only disqualification was appoinlement to an offico
with a salary or something in lieu of an annual salary.
That was a retrograde step; it was going back from the
Act passed by the Baldwin-Lafontaine Government. In
1857, this was changed. True the hon., gentleman was in
power, but he had fortified his Government by receiving
into it Messrs. Spence, Carticr and J. C, Morrison, all of
whom had been old Liborals, and the power of public
opinion was so strong that he was compelled to pass a more
stringent Independence of Parliament Act; and he, thersfore,
passed the Act 20 Vic., chap. 22, the 3-d section of which
provides :

“That no person accepting or holding any office, commission or
emp‘qyment, permanent or temporary, at the nowination of the Crown,
to which an annual salary, or any fee, allowance, emolument or profit
ot any kind or amount whatsver from the Crown is attached shall be
eligible a3 & member of the Legislative Assembly.”’

That is the Act we have now ; that is the Act which was
passed in 1837 and continued in force down to 1868, In 1848,
the hon. gentleman was again in power ; h> was sustained
by an immense msjority in this House; he had just come
from the country triumphantly ; ho was intoxicated with
the marvelous success which attended him in the Elections
of 1867 ; he was surronnded by bungry hangers on, and
Placemen and office hunters, whom he conld not feed with
the erumbs which fell from his table, because the Act of 1857
WVasin force. But the hon. gentleman was equal to'the
occasion ; he changed the Act of 1857, and introduced the
Act of 1868, which provided:

** No person accepti i 2 issi 3
h pting or helding any offize, commission or employ-
:‘k‘lzn:)ln the !ervic_e of tﬁe Governmgent):)f Cunads, at the nomination of
men fown, to which aun annual salary, or aay fee, allowance or emolu-
elig‘it'lm lieu of an annual salary from the Crown, i3 attached, shall be
in the © 23 & member of the House of Commons, nor shall he sit or vote
ment ,Same duriag the time he holda such effic?, occupation or employ-
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You know what the rosult of that was. Parliament, to a
large extent, was filled with place hunters and placemen,
and the evil culminated in the appointmont of an hon.
member to a position under the Government which he heid for
two years, in which time hedrew $14,000, besides his sessional
allowance, and also sat in Parliament during all this time,
Public sentiment became aroused to such an extent that
hon. gentlemen opposite were compelld to take action. In
1871, the hon. member for West Durham made a motion on
this question affirming the necessity of a moro stringent
law; that motion did not pass, but it had the offset of com-
pelling tho Government, during that Session, to introduco
the Act wo now have on the Statutes and which is prac-
tically tho same Act as that of 1837. Tet us sco what
the intention of Parliament wns in passing this Act,
Let us see why it was passed. Wo are told this accep-
tance of the Iligh Commissionership i3 not a violation
of tho independence of Parliamont becanso thoreis no salary
attrched to it; wo aro told that the Crown has a perfect
right to avail itself of tho services of members of Parliament
80 long as it does not give them an annual salary. Liet us
see what was eaid on that question when the Act wag brought
before the House in 1871, Mr. Blako moved:

¢ Thatin the opinion of thia House, it is inexpedient that any member cf
this House should be engaged in the service of the GGovernment of Canada
in any paid employment, such as that in respect of which the Hon, John
Hamilton Grey, member for the city and county of 8t. John, in 1868,
eatered intd the receipt of $300 per moath of tiie puhlic monies,”
That motion was voted down; but asa resnlt of public
opinion, a Bill was introduced into Parliament, on the
discussion of which a good deal was sail by some leading
members supporting the then Government. The late Sir
George Cartier made some observations on it, and Mr. Mas-
son, now of tha Senate, made the {Lilowin 7 observations :——

‘‘He hoped to see the Independenca of Parliimat Ast amanded so
as to prevent any member from receiviag from thy Government any
ciusinment, whetber yearly or otherwize. At the same time, he thought
that the (Government were not to be blamed becau e they did not cou-
travene the Iadependence of Parliament Actin giving Colonel Grey a
monthly salary.”’

There you wiil sec what the hon. membar was driving at —
that the law should be made so stringent that the Govern-
ment would not have it in their power to provide any momber
of Parliament w.th any office under the Crown. Oa the
motion of the hon. member for West Durham, ths late Sir
Georgs Cartier suid :

“H2 woull now arnounez that the Governmeat, baviag conzilered
the Indep:ndence of Parliament Actof 18u8, had come ty the conclusion

to introduce a meazurs to re-establish the state of things that existed in
the old Parliament of Canada in reference t) the inlependence of

members.”

Under the law of 1857 and 1871 itisquite clear that no mem-
ber of Parliament could ba appointed to any position in the
service of the Government, under the Crown, while he occu-
pied a seat in Parliament. That was the condition of affairs
until 1%68, that condition of affuirs was restored in 1871,
when the Hon. Sir George Cartier introduced his Bill;
and section 1 of the Biil of 1871 and section 1 of the Bill of
1878, which the hon. member proposes to amend, aro the
same. ‘The hon. gentleman is now proposing to amend
the Bill of 1871, because tho Bills of 1871 and 1878 are
idernt.cal, In introducing this Bill Sir Georgoe Cartier said :
‘¢ e explained that the principal provision of tha Bell was to restore
the independence of membars a3 it was under the regime of the old Par-
liament of Canada, viz.: that the Goverament could not employ an-
nually, monthly or temporarily, or at all, any member having a seat in
this House.”
That is just what the hon. gentleman is violating, that is the
ground upon which Sir George Cartier introduced the Bill,
that is the promise he made to Parliament, that is his inter-
pretation of the provisions of the Bill ; yet we are told now
the Government have a perfect right to nominate any mem-
ber of this House to a position under the Crown, so0 long as
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ho does rot get an annual salary. And on the second read-
-1ng of the Bul, Sir George Cartier said :
¢ The object of this Bill was to place the law on the independence of
Parliament in the game pogition a8 it had been under the old Act of the
Parliament of Canada, rendering itincompetent for the Government to
employ any member of the House in any service whatever.”
It is quite clear from the interpretation of Sir George
Cartier that a gross violation of that law has been
committed in the present case. 1 say that a gross
violation was committed openly, above board, wantenly, in
the face of the Act of Parliament; I say the
Bill the hon. gentleman is submitting to Parlia-
ment is unprecedented in the annals of Parliament,
and I challenge the hon. genileman again to give this
Houso a single instance where, in the Imperial Parliament
or in the Canadian Parliament, the Government of the day,
or any member of the House, ever succeeded in carrying
throngh Parliament a Bill that not only indemnified the
member violating the law, but gave him a seat in Parlia-
ment, not for the Sestion in which he violated the law, but
for the whole of the Parliament, and not only that, but
amended the Independence of Parliament Act in the inte-
reets of one individual, and to cover one individual case., It
has been tried in Eogland. A fow evenings ago I referred
to the case of Mr, Forsyth, who was appointed to the posi-
tion of Standing Counscl to the Secretary of State for India
while he occupied a scat for Cambridge in the House of
Commons. Attention was called to his position ; it was re
ferred to a Select Committee, The Sclect Committee reported
that Mr. Forsyth,by accepting the position of Standing Coun-
sel to the Secretary of State for India, had vacated his seat for
Cambridge. IIe had sat during a portion of the Parliament,
An Indemnity Bili wag brought in. That Bill passed the
Imperial Parliament, the threereadings in one day. Inthe
subsequent Session & Bill was introduced, at the instance of
Mr. Forsyth, to amend the Independence of Parliament Act,
to enable him {o sit in Parliament and occupy his pusition
as Standing Counsel to the Secretary of S.ate for India,
What was the result of the discussion on that Bill? It is
worth while considering it. 'The discussion upon that Bill
is to bo found in volume 185 of Hansard, and some of the
first lawyers of the day expressed their opinion upon it. It
was not a8 objectionable a Biil as this. 1t did not give Mr.
Forsyth the reat, as this Bill expressly provides in the case of
Sir Charles Tupper, but it proposed to amend the Indepen-
dence of Parliament Actso ag to qualify him in futuve,
Serjeant Gaselee, in discussing the question, said:
¢ The learned gentleman (Mr. Forsyth) had been returned for the
Borough of Cambridge ; the question arose whether he could sit, and a
Committee decided that he was excluded by the Statute of Anae. [he
object of that Act was expressly to exclude persons holding places
under the Crown——* placemen '—from the House of Commons. If that

Statute was not a wise one, repeal 1t altoge h:r; but he did object to
repealing it piecemeal and in favour of an individaal.”

Now, I say that is exactly whatthe hon. gentleman is doing
in this case. He is repealing the Statute piecemeal and to
cover an individual case, It was farther stated, in discussing
the Bill, by Sir Rounde!ll Palmer :

¢ Hishon. and Jearned friend eaid it was an accident and an anachron-
ism, and that if the attention of Parlixment had been calied to the cass,
provision would have been made enabling the Standing Counsel to the
Secretary of State for India to sit in that Hounse. But how his hoa. and
learned friend was able to divine what would have been the legislation
of the House, if a.question had been brought before it which nover was
brought before it, it was difficult to undersiand.”

He also said :

“ He protested against legislation which prejudiced the principle of &
large and important public statute resting on public policy, by taking a
particular case out of it without apy sound reasons applicable to that,
more that to other cases.”’

I say every word of tho statements of Sir Roundell Palmer

is applicable to this case, This is an attempt to amend the

Independence of Parliament Act in the interests of one

man. More than that, it is giving that'one man, who is not
Mr, Caneron (Huron).

now, & member of this House, a seat in this House
for the balance of this Parliament, and I shall vote
against the Bill. I sayitis a vicious Bill. I say itis not
justified by any argument or proposition submitted by the
First Minister. I say in every feature of it, and in every
provision of it, and in every clause of it, and in every sen-
tence of it, it is a vicious Bill. I say it i3 contrary to the
opinion of the best writers upon the subject. I say it is
contrary to the principles of representative Government.
What doen it do? Instead of allowing the people to
select their candidates, the Government of the day, if backed
up by a majority, select thcir candidates, and, moie than
that, they select their members of Parliament and make
them members of Parliament. I say it is contrary to
the first principles of responsible Government, that the
people, who should have a voice in selecting a candidate
and returning a member to Parliament, in this case are
deprived of that right; and gentlemen on the Ministerial
benches are proposing to elect to Parliament by an Act of
Parliament a man who is not now a member of this Hovse. I
say it issubversive of the rights of the people of this country
and ought not to be passed. It is to allow the majority of
this House to do what they ought not to do, to putin
Parliament a man who has uvot been elected to that position
by the people. At every stage of this Bill, from the first to
the last, I shall raise my voice and record my vote against it

Mr. GIROUARD. Mr. Speaker, I believe that this ques”
tion ought to be considered from a legal point of view. That
is what I bave heard hon. gentlomen opposite mention sev-
eral times, but I believe anyone who has listened to the
argument or to the speech, the violent speech, of tho hon.
member who has just sat down, will be convinced that that
hon. gentleman has considered this question from every

oint of view except the legal point of view. I will not

ollow his course. ?will endeavour, asI did last year, when
the King's county election caso, Prince Edward Island, came
up for discussion before this House, to free myself from poli-
tical sympathy or antipathy. I am goirg to examine this
question, as I did last year,from a purely legal pointofview.
The hon, gentleman has said that we, members sitting on
this side of the House, are going to elect a member to
Parliament. I said last year we were not sitting here to
elect anyono to Parliament. That was the dualy, that
was the mission, of the people of this country.
No more to-day than last year am I going to give
my vote for the purpose of clecting anfomber to Parliament,
I differ from the hon. gentleman upon the main question,
I believe that, under the circumstances of the case, Sir
Charles Tapper never vacated his seat, and it is in this
respect especially that I differ from ihe hon, gentleman. 1If
Sir Charles Tupper had received a salary, which is attached
under the Statute to the office of High Commissioner, 1
would not hesitate one moment to vote against the Bill. 1
have listened with a great deal of attention to all the prece-
dents quoted by the hon. gentleman, but I believe he has
not quoted a single one which is really in point or similar
to the case under consideration. All the precedents or cases
quoted by the hon. gentleman were cases where salaries
were actually received. In thisinstance I defy them—perhaps
they will be able to do it, but 1 have not been able—to find
a single case in England, or in this conntry, where the
salary is removed, not only by a letter or an agreement on
the part of the nominee, but also by the very paper of ap-
pointment, and when it has been held that a member of Par.
liament was disqualified. But, Mr. Speaker, I believe
I am anticipating the course of my argument. Let us look
first at the Act for securing the Independence of Parliament.
Section 1 says:

“No person accepting or holding any office, commission, or employ-
ment, permanent or temporary, in the servico of the Government of

Canada, at the nomination of the Crown or at the nomication of any of
the officers of the Government of Canada, to which any salary, fee,
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wages, allowancs, or emolument or profit of any kind is attached. shall
be eligible a3 a member of the House of Commons, nor shall he sit or

vote therein.”

In the first place, I contend that all these words—¢¢ salary,
foe, wages, allowance, emolument, or profit of any kind "—
must have the same meaning. All the authorities who
have written on the interpretation or construction of Sta-
tutes, and among them Maxwell, lay down the rule that
when two or more words susceptible of analogous meaning
are coupled together the rule is noscitur a sociis; they are
understood to be used in their cognate sense, They take,
ag it were, their colour from each other, If these words
“galary, fee, wages, allowance, emolument, or profit of any
kind ” have the same meaning, it is very plain that a mem-
ber of this House may be appointed by the Governmeont to
an office to which only travolling expenses or the expenses
of that office are attached. If we loo£ at the dictionaries of
Somner, Johnson, Todd, Spelman and Barrill, we will find
that they state that the word “fee” is derived from the
Anglo-Saxon “ feoh’’ which means a “stipend or reward”;
it follows that the words “salary, wages, allowance,
emolument or profit of any kind,” which is the
last word used in the Statute, convey the idea
of roward or pure profit. Then certainly no one can
reproach Sir Charles Tuapper becanze he has claimed
the necossary expense attached to the ottice of High Com-
missioner. Bat let us go alittle further. et us look at
the Staluto of 1880, providing for the appointment of an
officer known as the High Commissioner of Canada in
England. , The Statute says:

_““The Governor may, under the Great Seal of Canada, from t'me to
time appoint an officer to be called the High Commissioner of Cazada,
who shall hold officc during pleasure.”

Then hig powers ave defined in clause 2. Clause 3 says :
“ The High Commissioner shall receive a salary of not
more than $10,000 per annum.” I hold, Mr, Speaker, that
this salary is attached to the office of High Commissioner,
but as the Commission of Sir Charles Tupper, or the paper
appointing him, does not provide for a salary, but on the
contrary provides that there shall be no salary, I hold thay
that commission is not a valid one under the Statute; it is
null and void under the Statute, and therefore his seat never
becamo vacant and he is still the member for Cumberland.

Some hon. MEMBERS.

Mr. GIROUARD. Ion. gentlemen say “hear, hear.”
Under what precedents, by what legal argument, can they
protend that this Government has a right to violate a
Statute more than any one else? This Statute says the
Governor in Council may appoint an officer to be called the
High Commissioner for Canada, and it says the High
Commissioner “shallreceive a salary.” Under what law has
this Government the right to declare in the commission
that this High Commissioner shall receive no salary ? I say
the moment that stipulation is made in the paper of nomi-
nation, the nomination thereby becomes null and void under
the Statute, and it being no nomination under the Statute,
theseatof Sir Charles Tupper therefore never became vacant.
I defy hon. gentlemen to controvert that position, or to
prove the fallacy of my argument. I can quote precedents
which show beyond doubt that the first condition
required in order to affect the seat of a member of
Parliament, or in order to sue him for the penalties
mentioned in the Statute, is that the validity of the appoint-
ments must be established. Ia the case of Rex vs. Day

rd Tenterden said, “The mere acting as inspector would
not vacate the office of alderman unless he had been duly
appointed to that office,” s0 we may say the mere acting as

igh Commissioner would not vacate the seat of Sir Charles
Tupper in Parliament for the same reason in the caso cited.
The informality consisted only in this, that the inspector

Hear, hear.

was appointed by the justices outside the session, though
still by the justices, but as the Statute provided that he could
not be nominated out of the Session, his nomination was set
asido and it was held, under these circumstances, that he
had not vacalel his scat as alderman. What is the case
hore? The Statute says there shall be a salary attached to
that office ; the Governmeut, in the commission, said thers
shall bo no salary. Isthe poweor of tho Governmentstronger
than the powor of the Statute ? I say no. The consequence
is that the commission is not a valid one upon its face, and
the seat never became vacant. [ moentioned atthe cutset
that the hon. gentleman whohas just sat down quoted many
precedeats to show that a momber of Parliament cannot
hold an offico of emolument under the Crown without vacat-
ing his seat. I am not going to deny that principle, which
is clementary, but it does not apply to the case of Sir
Charles Tapper. Now let uslook at the Ovder in Council mak-
ing this nominatien. In a roport dated 30th May, 1883, from
the Right Hon. Sir Joha A. Macdonald, it is stated that it
would be necessary to appoint s successor a3 IHigh Commis-
sioner of Canada in London, to Sir Alexander T. Galt, whose
resignation was to take place on the Ist of June, 1883; and
it is” expressly stated that Sir Charles Tupper was to hold
and had accepted the offico without salary. The commis-
sion also provides that Sir Charles Tupper will hold tho said
office “ without salary,” but otherwise ¢ with all and every
the duties, powers, right, authority, privileges, and advan-
tages, unto the said office of right and Dby law
appertaining during pleasure.” Itis also stated that the
expenses of the MHigh Commissioner will bo paid in the
same manner ag the expenses of Sir Alexander T. Galt. So
by the appointment and the very acceptance of the office, no
salary is attached to the office, and therefore the commission
of Sir Charles Tupper, if valid at all at common law,
under the general powers of the Cabinet, has no validity at
all under the Statute. The hon. membor for West Huron
(Mr. Cameron), stated the other day that Sir Char'es Tapper
would have an action against the Government to-day for
the amount of his salary. I would like to know under what
law ho can claim that salary? Could he claim it under the
commission appointing him? No, he cannot. Ile is not
nominated with a salary attached to the office, but he is
expressly nominated without a salary, and that is exactlly
where the fallacy of the hon. member for West Huron lies.
[ could understand that there might Lo somo difficalty
if ho had renounced the salary subssquent to the nomina-
tion. In that case it might bo considered that the
salary being given, not as incidental, but &s cssen-
tial “to the position, the nomince had no right to
renounco that salary. But here the salary has been de-
tached from the office by the commission itself, and
therefore it seems to me very clear that Sir Charles Tupper
has no such action as was mentioned the other day by the
hon. member for West Huron. The hon. gentleman seems
to have been surprised at the position I laid down that the
Government has no right under tho Statute to appoint a
High Commissioner without a salary. Let us look at some
other offices in the country, Are wo going to ba told that
the Government has a right to appoint a Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor to any Province without a salary—I always mean uo-
der the Statute ? Can they appoint a Judge without a salary ?
The nomination of a Judge without s salary would be
against the Statu" ¢ and would be nulland void, and he could
not sit in anv of the courts created by Statute. 16 is true
the Govern-ueut can nominate a Commissioner, even &
High Commissioner, a Judge and certain other officers
under ths gencral powers of tho Administration; but
these officers will not have the character mentioned in
the Statate creating those officers, and therefore cannot
subject the nominees to the penalties mentioned in the
Statute. I have no doabt hon., gentlemen have noticed

the words of the Statute respecting the salary of a High
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Commissioner. They are, “The High Commissioner shall
receive a salary,” &c.

Mr. MILLS. Iear, hear.

Mr. GIROUARD. Yes;in order that the commission shall
be valid, the salary must be montioned in the commission,
The words of the Statute are imperative. Thereis a very well
known rule regarding the interpretation of the Statutes, that
when the Statute declarcs that something ¢ shall” be done,
the language is imperative and the thing must be done.
Bat here the thing was not done. The Government had no
right to do it in that way., Ionourable gentlemen opposite
admit that. Iow can we say the commission is valid when
the commission is against the provision of the Statate; and
according to the authority which I have mentioned, that of
Lord Tenterden, the first condition required in order to sub-
Jort the nomineo 1o the penally specified in the Indepond-
cnce of Parliament Act is, that you must show upon its face
complete and valid appointment. This was not a valid a
appointment,

Mr. MILLS.
tion is void,

Mr. GIROUARD. The whole paper is void.
Somec hon. MEMBERS. Ob, oh.

Mr. GIROUARD. Hon. gentlemen oppesite may laugh,
but I base my argument upon the decision of Judges who
understand the law better than they do. The salary is es-
senlial ; it is an essential factor in the appointment, and as
such could not be detached Ly the Government. I will
refer the ITouse to several cases, among others, to one which
is reported in the English Jurist. That is the case of
Liverpool Corporation vs. Wright, whero it was decided that
a recorder, who under the Statute was entitled to fees
could not agree wilh the corporation to take a salary instead,
upon two grounds of public policy. It was held that the
fees were neccssary to the dignity of the office, and
in that case the agrecment was declared to be null and
void. But here the renunciation to salary was not in
the paper making the nomination, it was in a separate
paper; it was not in the commission itself. I come
now 1o & more rccent case decided in our own country,
that of Mr. Tuillon, the present Attorney-General of the Pro-
vince of Quebec. The Independence Act of the Province of
Quebec is a copy of our own Act. In 1880 the Province of
Quebec provided for the appointment of an offi